Investigating Alternative Subsistence Strategies among the Homeless Near Tampa, Florida by Rooney, Matthew Peter
University of South Florida
Scholar Commons
Graduate Theses and Dissertations Graduate School
3-17-2016
Investigating Alternative Subsistence Strategies
among the Homeless Near Tampa, Florida
Matthew Peter Rooney
Follow this and additional works at: http://scholarcommons.usf.edu/etd
Part of the History of Art, Architecture, and Archaeology Commons, Other Social and
Behavioral Sciences Commons, and the Social and Cultural Anthropology Commons
This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Graduate School at Scholar Commons. It has been accepted for inclusion in Graduate
Theses and Dissertations by an authorized administrator of Scholar Commons. For more information, please contact scholarcommons@usf.edu.
Scholar Commons Citation
Rooney, Matthew Peter, "Investigating Alternative Subsistence Strategies among the Homeless Near Tampa, Florida" (2016). Graduate
Theses and Dissertations.
http://scholarcommons.usf.edu/etd/6137
 Investigating Alternative Subsistence Strategies among the Homeless near Tampa, Florida 
 
 
 
by 
 
 
 
Matthew P. Rooney 
 
 
 
 
A thesis submitted in partial fulfillment 
of the requirements for the degree of 
Master of Arts 
Department of Anthropology 
College of Arts and Sciences 
University of South Florida 
 
 
 
Major Professor: Thomas J. Pluckhahn, Ph.D. 
Kevin A. Yelvington, D.Phil. 
Daniel Lende, Ph.D. 
 
 
Date of Approval: 
March 11, 2016 
 
 
 
 
Keywords: archaeology, anthropology, social research, capitalism, subsistence, poverty 
 
Copyright © 2016, Matthew P. Rooney 
  
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
 
I would like to first thank my faculty advisor, Thomas J. Pluckhahn, for agreeing to take 
me as a graduate student and for supporting me throughout my research and writing with 
valuable critiques, suggestions, and resources. I would also like to thank my committee 
members, Kevin A. Yelvington and Daniel Lende, who provided critique and suggestions on the 
development of theory and method. Most importantly, I would like to thank all of the 
participants who agreed to help me with this research but who must remain anonymous. They 
provided me with insights into their lives and daily routines and some even helped me gain 
access to the community by showing me where to go and who to talk to. 
i 
 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
List of Tables ................................................................................................................................. iii 
List of Figures ................................................................................................................................ iv 
Abstract .......................................................................................................................................... vi 
Note on Funding .......................................................................................................................... viii 
Chapter 1: Introduction ....................................................................................................................1 
Previous Research ..............................................................................................................10 
Chapter Outline ..................................................................................................................12 
Chapter 2: Theoretical Context ......................................................................................................14 
Review of Literature on Contemporary Homelessness .....................................................15 
Applying Marxism to the Understanding of Homelessness ..............................................26 
Introducing New Concepts to this Understanding of Homelessness .................................33 
Theoretical Conclusions.....................................................................................................38 
Chapter 3: Methods of Data Collection .........................................................................................41 
Informal Interviewing ........................................................................................................41 
Freelisting ..........................................................................................................................43 
Participant Mapping ...........................................................................................................45 
Archaeological Surface Survey..........................................................................................48 
Methodological Conclusions .............................................................................................49 
Chapter 4: Data Analysis ...............................................................................................................53 
Resource Types and Locations ..........................................................................................53 
Individual Catchment Areas ..............................................................................................59 
Material Culture at Camp Sites ..........................................................................................73 
Conclusions About the Data ............................................................................................107 
Chapter 5: Discussion and Conclusions .......................................................................................109 
Ethical Considerations .....................................................................................................116 
Future Research ...............................................................................................................117 
ii 
 
References ....................................................................................................................................120 
Appendix: IRB Approval letter ....................................................................................................125 
  
iii 
 
 
LIST OF TABLES 
 
Table 4.1      Individual Catchment Area Sizes .................................................................73 
Table 4.2      Summary of Material Culture Found at Camp Sites ....................................75 
Table 4.3      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 1 ...................................78 
Table 4.4      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 2 ...................................81 
Table 4.5      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 3 ...................................84 
Table 4.6      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 4 ...................................85 
Table 4.7      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 5 ...................................87 
Table 4.8      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 6 ...................................88 
Table 4.9      Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 7 ...................................91 
Table 4.10    Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 8 ...................................93 
Table 4.11    Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 9 ...................................95 
Table 4.12    Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 10 .................................98 
Table 4.13    Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 11 ...............................100 
Table 4.14    Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 12 ...............................103 
Table 4.15    Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 13 ...............................105 
 
 
 
iv 
 
 
LIST OF FIGURES 
 
Figure 1.1      Map of University of CDP ............................................................................7 
Figure 4.1      Resources Discovered Through Participant Mapping .................................55 
Figure 4.2      Catchment Area of Informant 1 ...................................................................61 
Figure 4.3      Catchment Area of Informant 5 ...................................................................61 
Figure 4.4      Catchment Area of Informant 3 ...................................................................62 
Figure 4.5      Catchment Area of Informant 4 ...................................................................62 
Figure 4.6      Catchment Area of Informant 10 .................................................................64 
Figure 4.7      Catchment Area of Informant 16 .................................................................64 
Figure 4.8      Catchment Area of Informant 8 ...................................................................65 
Figure 4.9      Catchment Area of Informant 11 .................................................................65 
Figure 4.10    Catchment Area of Informants 13 and 14 ...................................................66 
Figure 4.11    Catchment Area of Informant 17 .................................................................66 
Figure 4.12    Catchment Area of Informant 18 .................................................................68 
Figure 4.13    Catchment Area of Informants 19 and 20 ...................................................68 
Figure 4.14    Catchment Area of Informant 2 ...................................................................69 
Figure 4.15    Catchment Area of Informant 6 ...................................................................69 
Figure 4.16    Catchment Area of Informant 7 ...................................................................70 
Figure 4.17    Catchment Area of Informant 9 ...................................................................70 
v 
 
Figure 4.18    Catchment Area of Informant 12 .................................................................71 
Figure 4.19    Catchment Area of Informant 15 .................................................................71 
Figure 4.20    Photograph of Camp Site 1..........................................................................77 
Figure 4.21    Photograph of Camp Site 2..........................................................................80 
Figure 4.22    Photograph of Camp Site 3..........................................................................83 
Figure 4.23    Photograph of Camp Site 4..........................................................................85 
Figure 4.24    Photograph of Camp Site 5..........................................................................86 
Figure 4.25    Photograph of Camp Site 7..........................................................................90 
Figure 4.26    Photograph of Camp Site 8..........................................................................92 
Figure 4.27    Photograph of Camp Site 9..........................................................................94 
Figure 4.28    Photograph of Camp Site 10........................................................................97 
Figure 4.29    Photograph of Camp Site 11........................................................................99 
Figure 4.30    Photograph of Camp Site 12......................................................................102 
Figure 4.31    Photograph of Camp Site 13......................................................................104 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
vi 
 
 
ABSTRACT 
 
Modern homelessness is one of the most pressing social and political problems of our 
time. Several hundred thousand people experience homelessness in the United States each year, 
and the U.S. Department of Housing, which attempts to count those people, has admitted that 
their statistics are conservative estimates at best. A recent archaeological study (Zimmerman et al 
2010) examining material culture associated with homeless communities in Indianapolis has 
suggested that those who are considered chronically homeless have generally abandoned wage 
labor and are instead pursuing urban foraging as a subsistence strategy. In order to better 
understand the structures of homeless communities, I have expanded this archaeological and 
ethnographic form of inquiry and used it to present evidence of material culture and foraging 
patterns among the urban homeless near Tampa. I used participant mapping to obtain 20 
individual maps that show each informant’s catchment area, and I performed surface survey of 
material culture found at camp sites in a four-square-mile area. I found that individuals tend to 
make homes wherever they are and that much of the material culture reflects what could 
realistically be expected in any house or apartment. I also found that individuals utilize many 
resources across the landscape to obtain food, water, clothing, and shelter but must 
simultaneously remain invisible. This shows that homeless individuals are economic outcasts 
who must survive outside of yet are still quite dependent on society. Ultimately, this research 
vii 
 
shows how anthropology can be used to advance a scientific understanding of a specific set of 
economic processes and how these affect people. 
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CHAPTER 1 
Introduction 
Homelessness is one of the most pressing social and political problems of our time. 
According to 2015 estimates published by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (2015a:1), approximately 564,708 people in the United States currently experience 
homelessness. Thirty-one percent of this population were living in unsheltered locations, which 
implies both exposure to weather and inadequate access to drinking water and sanitation 
resources. Although these numbers have only been gathered since 2007, it is likely that these are 
numbers which have been consistently reached or exceeded on an annual basis for over 30 years. 
A recent archaeological study performed by Larry J. Zimmerman and colleagues (2010) 
examining material culture associated with homeless communities has suggested that those who 
are considered chronically homeless have abandoned wage labor and are instead pursuing urban 
foraging as a subsistence strategy. Therefore, in order to better understand the structures of 
homeless communities, further archaeological and ethnographic study of material culture and 
foraging patterns among the urban homeless is necessary. 
While some homeless research projects have made allusions to the fact that contemporary 
homeless individuals are subsisting differently than wage laborers, no one has made this the 
main focus of their research. Such a perspective on homelessness is needed in light of the way 
these individuals have been dealt with politically. Ida Susser (1996:412) explains that “political 
concern for housing the homeless, or at least removing them from the streets and subways, stems 
from the need to make the increasing inequality to which the majority of the residents are subject 
 2 
 
invisible, individual, and private.” She (1996:412) then makes the connection to global 
capitalism by suggesting that “not only are the poor invisible, but their labor is no longer viewed 
as necessary.” 
A tendency toward “deindustrialization in the core countries” and “a decreasing need for 
manual workers worldwide” (Susser 1996:412) fits nicely into Karl Marx’s description of the 
reserve army of labor. Marx (1906:701) wrote that capitalism not only creates surplus value for 
the owners of the means of production, but also creates a surplus population—an industrial 
reserve army. He (1906:706-707) explained that a portion of this “reserve army” consists of “the 
demoralized and ragged, those unable to work, chiefly people who succumb to their incapacity 
for adaptation.” According to Marx (1906:707), this “pauperism” is “a condition of capitalist 
production and of the capitalist development of wealth.” Susser (1996:413) writes that this 
massive reserve army of labor “depresses all workers’ wages. This reserve army is available to 
be integrated into the work force and then to be discarded in relation to the needs of the global 
economy.” These claims further substantiate the alternative subsistence framework that I wish to 
use in regard to homeless subsistence methods. Susser (1996:415) describes a “new social order 
of poverty and homelessness,” and understanding this new order will require new methods and a 
Marxist approach to studying homelessness such as mine. 
I propose that analyses of modern homelessness can and should share this concern. 
Martha Valado (2006:68) writes that a more accurate portrayal of agency among homeless 
individuals “must include how they respond to structural factors” and “how they create an 
alternative landscape.” She (2006:68) explains that politicians and legislators use “social 
construction … to control homeless people’s use of urban areas” and that those same homeless 
people in turn use a “myriad of tactics … to cope with spatial restrictions” (2006:68). Valado 
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(2006:66) claims that homeless people are not just reacting to external factors nor are they 
passive victims. They have developed both tactics and strategies to actively protest their 
victimization. Christine Ward Gailey (2003:54) argues that “kinship and community are at times 
present the most immediate and devastating of a range of oppressive relations or pose the most 
sustaining resistance to them.” 
The problem that I am addressing is that homeless individuals are not only made 
physically invisible through harsh legislation and social stigma; their class character also appears 
to be removed. Virtually all homeless people previously performed wage labor of some sort as 
their primary subsistence method, placing them historically within the proletariat. While some 
remain wage laborers and exert pressure on wages as part of the reserve army of labor, many 
homeless individuals have ceased exchanging their labor for wages and are instead foraging for 
resources. They are therefore still part of the surplus population that has been made superfluous 
by capitalist economy, but it does not follow that they lose their historic class character. In order 
to help restore homeless individuals to their class position as proletarians, whether they are still 
exchanging their labor for wages or not, I designed this study to answer a series of questions 
about the nature of their subsistence. Do homeless people exist outside of the capitalist system, 
or are they still dependent on it? How do homeless people survive using foraging as their 
primary subsistence method? How do homeless people use the landscape in alternative ways? 
What resources are being gathered and stored by homeless individuals, and what items to do they 
need the most to survive? In order to answer these questions, I have utilized a suite of methods 
outside of traditional interviewing, the major tool used by anthropologists to describe 
homelessness, which focus instead on how space is used and what their material culture looks 
like. 
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The Society for Applied Anthropology (SfAA) (2015a) states that anthropologists should 
apply investigations of the principles of human behavior to contemporary issues and problems. 
They further state that the unifying factor among applied anthropologists should be “a 
commitment to making an impact on the quality of life in the world” (Society for Applied 
Anthropology 2015a). To this end, the SfAA encourages its applied anthropologists to be 
advocates “for fair and just public policy based on research” (Society for Applied Anthropology 
2015b; emphasis added). Therefore, in order to improve quality of life and advocate for fair 
public policy for those who experience homelessness, their lifestyles should be studied using 
scientific methods and analyses, including archaeological analyses. My project therefore shares 
the general goals of the SfAA. 
In order to begin my systematic study of homelessness in the United States, I have 
decided to study this phenomenon in a small area north of the city limits of Tampa, Florida, near 
where the University of South Florida is located. While this area has been selected partially due 
to geographic and financial convenience, Tampa and its surrounding areas are ideal places to 
begin such research. According to the 2015 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development report (2015b), Florida had more homelessness than all other states but two. 
Additionally, in the 2012 report by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(2012:7), Tampa had the highest rate of homelessness amongst all “smaller” cities. The smaller 
area that I will focus my research on is a census-designated place known as “University CDP” in 
Hillsborough County. However, it has become informally known as “Suitcase City” by local and 
surrounding inhabitants because of how “transient the apartment dwellers are” (Sokol 2004). 
Local newspapers have reported that the four-square-mile area became a haven for criminals and 
drug abusers following the crackdown on illegal drugs during the 1980s (Herdy 2000). The 
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United States Census Bureau shows that 41,163 people live in University CDP (United States 
Census Bureau 2010) and that 44.5 percent of its population live below the poverty line (United 
States Census Bureau 2013). 
University CDP has become a haven for homeless individuals who live in the Tampa area 
because it sits outside of the city limits and the draconian laws that have been implemented by 
the city leaders do not apply. Within the City of Tampa, legislation allows police officers to 
arrest anyone found sleeping or “storing personal property” in public (MacEgan 2013). The city 
also has passed legislation that criminalized “aggressive panhandling,” limiting the use of 
cardboard signs to ask for donations to Sundays only (MacEgan 2013). These laws have 
criminalized homelessness and ensure that hundreds of individuals are incarcerated in Tampa 
every year, making an area like University CDP a more attractive place to live. 
According to the Florida Legislature (2015) Hillsborough County’s main industries are 
professional and business services (17.9 percent of jobs); trade, transportation and utilities (19.1 
percent of jobs); government (12.3 percent of jobs); and education and health services (13.5 
percent of jobs). Between 1980 and 2010, the population doubled from approximately 646,939 to 
1,229,226, and per capita income also doubled between 1990 and 2010 from $18,273 to 39,497. 
However, this number has stagnated since 2010, rising and lowering by small degrees (Florida 
Legislature 2015). Additionally, the percentage of the population aged 18 and older that is 
employed has decreased from 72.3 percent in 1990 to 69.2 percent in 2014 (Florida Legislature 
2015). This means that only two thirds of adult population is employed. While some of the 
homeless individuals residing in University CDP lived within the county prior to becoming 
homeless, many of these individuals actually travelled from other counties and states due to the 
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warmer outdoor climate. Therefore, it is not possible to trace changes in local economy and 
correlate them with increases in homelessness. 
My tasks and responsibilities included developing a sampling strategy, creating forms 
and counting systems, and developing a database with categories for types of material culture. I 
also needed to have my research design approved by the USF Institutional Review Board (IRB), 
since I undertook ethnographic work with those who experience homelessness, while also 
studying their material culture. The methods used in my project were informal interviewing, 
freelisting, participant mapping, and archaeological survey. Using geographic information 
systems (GIS) technology, I determined the locations of public spaces within University CDP 
and then systematically surveyed these public spaces and assigned any spaces providing 
concentrated evidence of homelessness with an individual “site” number. I did not, however, 
consider these sites in the same sense as defined by state archaeological agencies. I then entered 
the field with a notebook to record location coordinates and list material culture found on the 
surface in an inventory format. Each item was later assigned to categories to allow for general 
interpretation. No subsurface excavation was undertaken. I relied heavily on homeless 
informants throughout this process, not only to find important locations but also to obtain safe 
passage through them. 
In order to address this question, I used multiple methods to collect data on homeless 
subsistence, by which I mean how they regularly obtain food and other necessary resources, in 
University CDP (Figure 1.1). The informal interviewing and freelisting were necessary 
preliminary steps that allowed me to better focus the rest of my research. I needed to know how 
homeless individuals characterize space, what terminology and perspectives I should use when 
gathering and interpreting data, and where the most fruitful areas for study would be within my 
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Figure 1.1 Map of University of CDP.
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research area. Additionally, these preliminary methods allowed me to build rapport and a general 
understanding and familiarity of homeless culture in the area before I began more systematic 
data collection. Informants allowed me to determine how I should provide them with base maps 
and what types of features should appear on them. They also introduced me to different types of 
spaces frequently used by homeless individuals in addition to providing me with access to 
private or hidden camp sites. Finally, these preliminary methods allowed me to define my sample 
for both participant mapping and archaeological surface survey. Based on this work, I 
determined that I could realistically obtain participant maps from 20 homeless individuals and 
systematically identify homeless spaces throughout the four-square-mile research area for 
surface analysis. 
Through the use of participant mapping, I am able to show trends in subsistence patterns 
as well as distances traveled in order to obtain resources. My archaeological surface survey 
provides inventories of some of the items that are utilized by homeless individuals who live in 
that district which provide a material record not readily achievable through qualitative research 
methods. I believe that these methods, particularly archaeological ground survey, allowed me to 
discover what alternative subsistence strategies homeless individuals use to survive. Any 
consideration of these matters must be based on the interactions that these individuals have with 
their environments, and this has traditionally been the domain of archaeology. However, 
participant mapping was also necessary for directly highlighting foraging patterns. In today’s 
society, food wrappers and clothing could come from hundreds of resources in just a few square 
miles of space. Without qualitative data collected through ethnographic methods, inferring 
patterns would have been difficult if not impossible. I ultimately drew on two categories 
described by Lovis and colleagues (2005:671) to present alternative subsistence patterns: 
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collectors, “those employing logistic mobility to procure spatially or temporally scattered 
resources,” and foragers who employ “residential mobility to move to high productivity 
patches.” I found both types of logistic mobility being used interchangeably within University 
CDP. 
The results of this research, when published and brought to the widest audience possible, 
will help draw attention to who the homeless really are and bring a more advanced public 
understanding of what homeless individuals require to live better lives. The data that describe 
resource utilization will help advocates to better understand what services are needed and where 
they can most effectively help those who experience homelessness. This practice can inform care 
programs and initiatives on both local and national scales. Limitations to this research are rooted 
in geography, finance, and time. As a lone anthropologist with limited time to gather the 
necessary data, research that should be performed in multiple localities was be limited to just one 
area and was limited to approximately six weeks. While I will attempted to thoroughly explore 
every public space in University CDP, the fact that no one had ever documented these sites 
before and issues of personal safety meant that some were probably overlooked. Careful 
consideration also had to be given to both the informants and the sites analyzed, since homeless 
individuals are an “at-risk” population. Specific locations must be kept confidential, and 
identifying information was not collected at all in order to protect those who experience 
homelessness and their material possessions. 
Ultimately, this research shows how anthropology can be used to advance a scientific 
understanding of economic processes and how these affect people. This is not a study of the 
“culture” of homelessness; this is an analysis of one aspect of capitalism that is badly in need of 
attention and corrective measures. The methods I have used go beyond just counting numbers of 
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individuals and better show what the conditions are actually like. They shine a spotlight onto real 
living individuals who are victims of the larger economic pressures being exerted on the world’s 
population today. The data can and will additionally be used by aid groups who wish to bring 
needed resources, including medical supplies, to homeless individuals in Suitcase City, and this 
field work can then be expanded to similarly aid other homeless populations in other parts of the 
state, country, or world. 
 
Previous Research 
Although a larger literature review will follow in the next chapter, there are three works 
that outline previous research on homelessness in Hillsborough County, Florida. The first is a 
popular book written by Jim Lewallen in 1998 and published by the National Coalition for the 
Homeless entitled The Camp. Lewallen (1998:13) essentially spent one year visiting a homeless 
encampment in Tampa on a daily basis while walking his five dogs in an 80-acre wooded area 
near his home. He presents a series of stories that detail his encounters with the homeless 
individuals living at this site and its eventual demise. Lewallen’s goal appears to be making a 
moral appeal to his readers while also ensuring that the voices of his subjects are heard by a wide 
audience. He (1998:9) writes that “…the ‘coming together’ described in The Camp gives us 
hope—for homeless people themselves and for a society that has grown accustomed to passing 
them by.” He (1998:15) writes further that he would like to make it clear that “this book is not 
intended to be a social commentary on the issue of homelessness, nor is it intended to offer a 
solution to the problem. What it is simply my attempt to share a series of contacts I had with a 
world most people only know through a rolled-up car window.” In other words, Lewallen’s work 
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is a commendable attempt to shed the “otherness” that engulfs individuals who experience 
homelessness today. 
The second work is a Master’s thesis that was completed that same year at the University 
of South Florida by Glenn R. Brown. Brown (1998) examined homeless men who worked as day 
laborers in University CDP, where my own research project took place. His (1998:v) goals were 
to identify the homeless population, understand their relationship with the community, examine 
homeless subsistence in that area, and examine how some of those individuals utilized labor 
pools. Brown (1998:v) used participant observation and interviewing to obtain qualitative data 
and thereby “give a voice to a particularly powerless and neglected segment in a developing 
community.” The study was also designed to be used freely by community activists as well as 
the Homeless Coalition and the USF Community Initiative. Brown (1998:1) argues that although 
homeless individuals live “a marginal existence, they are a viable part of the community 
contributing to the local economy and dedicating their labor to public and private projects within 
the community and surrounding area.” He (1998:1) further argued that “they deserve to be 
included in the planning and development processes which could facilitate their access to 
services and help them break out of a cycle of poverty. My research differs in Brown’s in many 
important ways. These include subject matter—I did not limit my study to men or to men using 
the labor pool; I also looked at a different set of behaviors, primarily use of space and foraging—
methods—while I did use some participant observation and interviewing as preliminary methods, 
the data primarily comes from participant mapping and archaeological surface survey—and 
theory—Brown does not describe homelessness as an aspect of the current globalized economic 
system; he tends to focus on the local community and its relationship to the rest of the county 
alone. 
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The third work is an undergraduate thesis completed by Christina Stoddart in 2005 in 
partial fulfillment of the Honors Program at the Department of Anthropology at the University of 
South Florida. Stoddart (2005:v) examined homelessness throughout Tampa by looking at the 
“perceived risks for HIV/AIDS among the homeless ages 18-30,” the “role illicit drugs play in 
the lives of homeless young adults,” and “the role that religious organizations play in the lives of 
Tampa’s homeless.” She (2005:19) collected data to analyze these problems by using three 
methods: ethnographic interviews, participant observation, and archival research. She (2005:22) 
accessed informants through volunteer organizations who provide food and shelter to homeless 
individuals and spent some of her own time volunteering so that she could have better access to 
her demographic. In her conclusion, she (2005:61) lists methods that homeless people generally 
use to survive and also reports that some individuals “resort to survival sex if they are not able to 
satisfy all their needs.” She (2005:61) suggests that this latter point could be contributing to 
increases in HIV/AIDS reported by concurrent researchers. Stoddart, like Brown, does not link 
homelessness to any broader economic processes. Her (2005:1) section that elaborates reasons 
for homelessness only considers superficial causes rather than making any deeper or penetrating 
analysis into economic relationships; however, her efforts to illustrate the conditions experienced 
by her informants reflect her strong conviction and concern for the subject matter. 
 
Chapter Outline 
The rest of my thesis consists of four further chapters. The second chapter focuses on 
theory and is divided into three parts: a review of landmark studies on homelessness, literature 
that discusses modern homelessness using a Marxist theoretical analysis, and anthropological 
research on human use of landscape and foraging. The third chapter lays out my methodology. I 
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explain the preliminary research methods, the participant mapping, and the archaeological 
surface survey of the camp sites. The fourth chapter contains data analysis in three parts: 
resource types and locations, individual foraging areas, and material culture at camp sites. This 
includes both description and analysis of the data. The final chapter further ties the data analysis 
to the theory outlined in chapter two as well as outline recommendations and ethical concerns. 
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CHAPTER 2 
Theoretical Context 
 
Research on homelessness has generally been the domain of sociology and cultural 
anthropology. This body of work emerged during the 1980s after homelessness became an 
obvious problem in the United States following the economic decline of the 1970s. Some 
researchers have used Marxism to explain why homelessness exists and persists, but few 
research projects have used this to inform their field methods and data analysis. One obvious 
application of Marxist theory to field research is to look at material culture and subsistence 
patterns among the urban homeless. This requires a combination of ethnographic and 
archaeological theory and methods. Larry Zimmerman and colleagues (2010) appear to be the 
first to use archaeological methods to better understand homelessness, but they have not given a 
sufficient explanation of where homelessness comes from, nor have they marshalled data to 
support their supposition that modern homeless individuals are urban foragers. My research 
begins to fill in these gaps and shows how future researchers can develop these ideas and 
methods further. In this chapter I will review landmark studies on homelessness, literature that 
frames modern homelessness using Marxism, and anthropological research on landscape and 
foraging that I have used to develop my own research. 
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Review of Literature on Contemporary Homelessness 
Research on homelessness has generally been the domain of sociology and cultural 
anthropology with some work by psychiatrists and journalists. This body of work emerged 
during the 1980s after homelessness became an obvious problem in the United States following 
the economic decline of the 1970s (Garraty 1978:2). This was a period when U.S. legislators 
began breaking strikes and making cuts to social programs rather than making compromises with 
workers. This generally began with President Ronald Reagan’s shutting down of the PATCO 
(Port Authority Transit Corporation) strike in 1981 (McCartin 2011:16). 
One of the earliest ethnographic accounts of homelessness in the United States following 
the 1970s is that of Cohen and Sokolovsky (1988), who began studying homelessness during the 
early 1980s, when researchers were unsure whether the phenomena would last longer than a few 
years. The value of their study is that they provide a description of the daily routines of elderly 
homeless men and show how they survive on a daily basis. They (1988:17) selected this group 
because much of the popular literature at the time represented homeless individuals as being 
“comprised solely of young psychotics with an occasional tragic case of an elderly bag woman 
and a few remaining old skid rowers.” Cohen and Sokolovsky (1988:27) selected a stratified 
sample based on residential status and race of men aged 50 and over. They used participant 
observation and intensive interviewing to build their study of elderly homeless men, and were 
therefore able to include a combination of thick description and quotations from their subjects 
(Cohen and Sokolovsky 1988:36). They address issues of money, shelter, food, crime, recreation, 
sexuality, and hygiene. They (1988:205-206) conclude by providing both short and long-term 
approaches to intervene in homelessness, which include respite, nutrition, physical health, 
psychiatric and alcohol services, housing, and vocational assistance. 
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Cohen and Sokolovsky’s work is useful because they place their focus on strategies that 
homeless individuals use to survive rather than simply describing deplorable conditions. The 
people described in their book have agency, and the reader can see that they are not layabouts 
who look for handouts; they work hard to survive and develop their own systems and social 
relationships to accomplish this. Many of the categories that Cohen and Sokolovsky use to 
describe homeless life are useful to my own research, in which I consider what materials 
homeless individuals use for shelter, food, hygiene, and recreation. Recreation, in particular, is 
an element that is generally lacking from a popular understanding of how the homeless survive. 
Rossi (1989) presents another of the earliest attempts by anthropologists to explain 
homelessness. He provides his readers with several vignettes that give brief, personal glimpses 
into the lives of several homeless individuals whom he interviewed for his research. He (1989:8) 
then arrives at the conclusion that homelessness is more than just being without shelter—
“homelessness is more properly viewed as the most aggravated state of a more prevalent 
problem, extreme poverty” (emphasis in original). He explains this point by relating the difficulty 
in differentiating between those who are homeless with those who are extremely poor but still 
have homes. He (1989:8) writes that “there are many points at which the two groups are 
indistinguishable.” He (1989:8) includes as his subject of study “all those Americans who get 
along on close to no income, people with a precarious hold on the basic amenities of life that 
most of us take for granted.” Additionally, Rossi (1989:14-15) argues that while both 
homelessness and extreme poverty are social problems, there have not been enough public 
descriptions of extreme poverty, whether written on paper or presented in visual media, leaving 
such people “comparatively invisible.” Specifically, Rossi (1989:14) insists that homelessness is 
“a social problem in the United States” due to the fact that “it draws the attention of a significant 
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portion of the public” (emphasis added). He (1989:15) further claims that “every social problem 
has a historical setting” and therefore lays out a brief history of homelessness in the United 
States before presenting his ethnographic data. In the end, Rossi employs a historical particularist 
approach to the social problem of homelessness in the United States, which he presents as a 
unique event. 
Rossi’s connection of homelessness to extreme poverty goes a long way toward 
connecting homelessness to a larger problem. If homelessness is an expression of extreme 
poverty, the reader may follow this line further and look for the causes of extreme poverty. 
Unfortunately, Rossi’s containment of homelessness and extreme poverty to the social sphere 
limits his ability to produce a solution. He discusses housing restrictions and a lack of demand 
for skilled labor but does not connect these branches to the tree trunk of capitalism. He explains 
that public welfare benefits have been cut, leading to an increase in extreme poverty, but does 
little to explain why these measures were taken. The scope of his remedy is therefore limited in 
character. Policy makers can “both alleviate the condition of the homeless and the extremely 
poor and reduce both populations” (Rossi 1989:181) in the short-term and likely with varying 
success, but the origin and cause is not criticized. 
Koegel and colleagues (1990) show that anthropologists can and should additionally 
collect quantitative data on homelessness. They (1990:83) analyze subsistence-related activities 
of homeless adults in downtown Los Angeles and seek to outline differences between people 
with chronic disorders such as major mental illness and those with no chronic disorders. They 
(1990:84) critique previous researchers for not using probability sampling techniques and their 
use of limiting questions that “reduce and summarize [homeless] experience, rather than speak to 
its complexity.” Koegel and colleagues (1990:86) survey approximately 450 individuals using 
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face-to-face interviews, including people living outdoors and those sleeping in temporary 
shelters. They (1990:87) measure mental health status using the Diagnostic Interview Schedule, 
which provides diagnoses based on criteria established by the American Psychiatric Association. 
They present the data both qualitatively and quantitatively with specific descriptions of behaviors 
in addition to statistical trends. They (1990:83) conclude that homeless people generally rely on 
multiple resources over short periods of time and that only minor differences were observed 
between the two defined groups. 
Foscarinis (1996) provides a review of the criminalization of homelessness in the United 
States and how it is an inadequate response to the problem. She (1996:1) writes that by the 
middle of the 1990s, city governments were already introducing legislation that allowed law 
enforcement to remove homeless people from public places in what had become a protracted 
“war on the homeless.” Laws have been constructed that allow arrest for offenses such as 
“dropping a match, a leaf, or a piece of paper or jaywalking,” crimes that would be overlooked 
when performed by a non-homeless person (Foscarinis 1996:1). In some cases, cities have begun 
placing restrictions on providers of aid to homeless people in an effort to drive such people 
away. Foscarinis (1996:2) explains that many of these actions have been challenged 
constitutionally and that in some cases city actions have been invalidated. However, in many 
others such legislation has been upheld as “legitimate efforts to regulate public space.” She 
(1996:63) concludes that criminalizing homelessness is inhumane, and does not solve the 
problem. She (1996:61) outlines many alternative responses to criminalizing homelessness and 
their flaws before settling on simply providing housing, health, and employment as probably the 
best response to the problem. 
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Although Foscarinis’ work is two decades old, the situation she describes can still be 
applied to contemporary society. In Tampa, Florida, for instance, city legislators have passed 
laws that criminalize sleeping outdoors in public spaces, placing personal items on the ground in 
public places, and panhandling on certain street corners most days of the week. The first two are 
offenses that are selectively enforced by police officers and are used to target homeless 
individuals in areas where legislators do not want them to be seen. In some instances, police 
officers have staked out prominent, visible parks in Downtown Tampa, using binoculars to spy 
on homeless individuals who they think may set down their bag or doze off while sitting on a 
bench (MacEgan 2013). Recent studies performed in Florida have shown that rehabilitating 
homeless people is more cost effective and morally satisfying than jailing them (MacEgan 2014), 
further supporting Foscarinis’ statement that criminalization is both inhumane and does nothing 
to solve the problem. 
Glasser and Bridgman (1999) provide a wider anthropological analysis of homelessness 
that extends beyond the United States into Canada. They (1999:x) argue that “knowledge 
gathered by anthropologists suggests varying strategies for easing the lives of people who are 
homeless, and contributes to the still greater project, preventing and eradicating homelessness.” 
Their work supports Rossi’s claims when they define homelessness as “the opposite of having 
adequate housing,” which includes not only protection, but access to socially necessary resources 
(Glasser and Bridgman 1999:4). They (1999:5) question this explanation by asking whether this 
still applies when “movement from place to place is a part of the culture of a group” (emphasis 
in original). They (1999:2) ask “what social and political forces could possibly have led to the 
condition of a group of people meeting their basic needs of shelter, food, and sanitation, on the 
street and in public view?” Some of the social and political forces that they (1999:9-10) discuss 
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in their book are the sustained loss of manufacturing jobs in the United States, unaffordable rent, 
and increases in rural poverty. They (1999:10) describe their theoretical construct as an 
“ecological perspective” that “looks at all of the material constraints imposed on a group of 
people and their adaptations to them.” In addition to considering social and political forces, they 
(1999:9) also use a holistic approach to study homelessness, where “everything is considered 
relevant to study.” They (1999:2) further suggest that “anthropologists ideally should be able to 
understand all aspects of the human condition, including the biological, cultural, social, 
linguistic, and psychological spheres of life.” Archaeological survey and participant mapping, 
which can reveal some of these material constraints in new ways, complement this theoretical 
approach to studying homelessness. 
Glasser and Bridgman (1999:5) come close to comparing contemporary homelessness to 
foraging societies when they cite examples such as the Kurdish pastoralists in Iraq and hunters 
and gatherers such as the !Kung of the Kalahari desert as other societies where culture arises 
from place. Unfortunately, they set this point aside and do not discuss the mobile nature of 
homelessness or the fact that they generally scavenge for food, an idea I take further when I 
consider many homeless individuals to be foragers rather than wage laborers. However, their 
attempts to interpret meaning can be useful, especially if such methods are applied to urban 
spaces. Certain landforms and physical structures may be perceived differently by homeless 
individuals, and there may even exist variation within homeless populations. These 
interpretations can help increase popular understanding of how homeless people live and survive 
outside of wage labor subsistence. 
Amster (2004:1) analyzes what he calls the “steady erosion” of public space in the United 
States and argues that a consequence of these processes has been the criminalization of 
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homelessness. He (2004:1) outlines new pieces of legislation that have outlawed newly termed 
practices such as “urban camping” and “aggressive panhandling” in many major cities. Amster 
(2004:1) seeks to understand gentrification, the origin of anti-homeless ordinances, the erosion of 
public space, and resistance to these trends through “participant observations, informal 
conversations, and in-depth interviews with street people, city officials, and social service 
providers.” He (2004:208) concludes that “both homelessness and gentrification are local issues 
with global origins and implications. … [where] every locale in the network moves toward and 
eventually becomes a microcosm of the whole.” He (2004:210) argues that entities such as the 
World Trade Organization (WTO), International Monetary Fund (IMF), and World Bank “that 
are often targeted for protest constantly change locations and lack a specific center of operation. 
For the homeless, the opposite is often true, since their struggles for survival and socio-spatial 
justice are intensely local and rarely conscious of the global frame.” 
Amster’s analysis of how public space is used by both legislators and homeless 
individuals to win battles and gain advantages presents both sides of a dialectical struggle for 
power. On the one hand, powerful legislators actively use public space to attract wealth and 
business to city centers, which in turn adds to their powerful position and prestige. Alternatively, 
homeless individuals who have no private space to call home have no choice but to use public 
spaces for habitation and survival. A major contradiction that Amster outlines is the justification 
for building up and developing public spaces for everyone to use and enjoy when legislators 
simultaneously seek to exclude homeless individuals from their definition of the public. The 
behavior of legislators who respond to homelessness is just as important to understanding the 
phenomenon as the actions of homeless individuals on their own. Neither acts independently of 
the other. They are caught in a struggle that can only end in the overthrow of one by the other 
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and their supporters. Compared to previous homelessness researchers, Amster (2004:21) gives a 
significantly larger amount of space to theoretical perspectives in his book where he draws on 
“anarchist views of property and ecology; critical examinations of globalization and hegemony; 
historical accounts of vagabonds and transients; and geographical analyses of urban and public 
spaces.” However, he does little to show how his theoretical analysis of space is relevant to 
alleviating homelessness. 
As with Amster, Valado (2006) addresses the way homeless people respond to legislation 
and how they overcome limitations on space in Arizona. She explains that although city 
governments use various tactics to try to control how homeless individuals use public space their 
attempts generally fall short because homeless people are constantly adapting new ways to 
survive within that “hostile” landscape. Valado (2006:10) claims that while legal categories of 
property ownership bar homeless people from private spaces, they are able to “create their own 
concepts of ownership and continually seek to privatize public space.” Valado (2006:297) points 
out that cities have generally moved away from trying to contain homeless people within certain 
areas, like old skid rows, to displacing and excluding them from public space altogether. She 
(2006:10) interviewed 60 homeless people living in Tucson in order to reveal how they 
“constantly strategize to find or make private, safe, functional, comfortable, and supportive 
places for themselves in a landscape designed to exclude them.” Valado takes Amster’s ideas on 
space and provides a much needed bridge to what they mean for contemporary homelessness. 
She (2006:68) writes that a more accurate portrayal of agency among homeless individuals 
“must include how they respond to structural factors” and “how they create an alternative 
landscape.” She (2006:68) explains that politicians and legislators use “social construction … to 
control homeless people’s use of urban areas” and that those same homeless people in turn use a 
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“myriad of tactics … to cope with spatial restrictions.” Valado (2006:66) claims that homeless 
people do not simply react to external factors nor are they passive victims. They have developed 
both tactics and strategies to actively protest their victimization. She (2006:67) laments that “few 
studies have moved beyond equating agency with reactivity.” 
Valado’s argument that legislative attempts to control the behavior of homeless 
individuals “fall short” is intriguing. It appears that despite attempts of city governments across 
the United States to sweep homeless individuals out of their respective districts, these people 
have found ways to adapt just as humans and their predecessors have done for millions of years. 
Valado (2006:90) illustrates this phenomenon by placing her research focus on public spaces 
such as parks, government buildings, and shopping centers. While my qualitative research 
examines how some of these same spaces are used in Tampa, my archaeological survey adds 
another dimension: how homeless individuals privatize public space. I examine spaces that are 
typically hidden from public view where some of these individuals sleep and store their personal 
possessions. Such an analysis reveals the extent to which city leaders can control, much less see, 
every inch of their allotted territory and who uses it. 
Up to this point, much of the data collected to study homelessness have been qualitative 
in nature. They were recorded through interviews and surveys or participant observation. While 
the qualitative data are invaluable, quantitative data taken from archaeological survey of material 
culture to the study of homelessness can complement Marx’s theoretical provision of looking at 
the economic basis of societies. Zimmerman and colleagues (2010, 2011) used archaeological 
methods to better understand homelessness. They (2010:443) argue that archaeologists “can 
provide useful perspectives on contemporary social problems if they are willing to engage in 
‘politics’ and translate their findings into information useful for developing social policy.” They 
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(2010:444) claim that archaeology has a powerful set of tools that allow us to answer questions 
about the past, and that these tools may also be used to generate “powerful” information about 
the present. In order to study homelessness in Indianapolis, Zimmerman and colleagues used 
pedestrian surveys to discover what kinds of places are used by the homeless and what the 
material culture looks like. They (2010:447) report that “the material landscape of homelessness 
is transitory, depending on season, availability and access to locations suitable for occupation, 
and efforts by government officials or private property owners to keep homeless people out.” 
Zimmerman and colleagues (2010:448) additionally were able to classify different types of 
spaces as route sites, short-term sites, and camp-sites and identified evidence of caching 
behavior. They used their findings to provide information to aid agencies who were making 
assumptions about homeless material culture that did not enable them to provide the most 
efficient assistance possible. 
Zimmerman and colleagues’ translational approach to bringing archaeological methods to 
the study of contemporary homelessness has influenced my own decision to use material survey 
of objects to describe and present homeless life in the United States. Their argument that 
archaeologists need to engage in politics and play an advisory role to legislative bodies and aid 
groups is also an idea that I support. Where I think this work needs to go further is in its outline 
of the causes of homelessness and its critique of the political actions that ensure its continuation. 
While their published work is relatively brief, what they present is generally a description of 
homelessness without context or criticism. A real engagement with politics, however, should 
include advocating on behalf of homeless individuals who are criminalized for their lifestyle and 
cast out of society rather than accepted and rehabilitated. Anthropologists should partner with 
homeless individuals in order to defend the latter’s rights and health. 
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Despite the overwhelming evidence of economy as the main cause of homelessness, 
Thompson and colleagues (2013) explain that many who experience homelessness have a history 
of substance-abuse disorders and are not necessarily homeless because of capitalism or the job 
market. However, they (2013:S282) lament that no studies examine the “independent and 
combined effects of substance-use disorders and poverty on the risk for first-time homelessness.” 
By analyzing data from the National Epidemiologic Survey on Alcohol and Related Conditions, 
they (2013:S282) found that alcohol-use disorders, drug-use disorders, and poverty 
independently increased the prospective risk for first-time homelessness. Thompson and 
colleagues point out that housing policies established during the 1990s related to substance-use 
disorders probably had an effect on the rate of homelessness. Public Law 104-121 passed in 
1996, for example, terminated Supplemental Security Income Benefits to individuals who were 
disabled due to a substance-use disorder. The Housing Opportunity Extension Act of 1996 also 
required public housing agencies to use leases that allow for tenant eviction if anyone living in 
the house is found to be engaged in a drug-related crime (Thompson et al. 2013:S285-S286). 
The research by Thompson and colleagues further challenges the claim that homelessness 
is the result of individual laziness or unwillingness to work. They show that a percentage of 
those who become homeless suffer from a disease—drug and alcohol addiction—that directly 
contributes to their chances of becoming homeless, and they further claim that the creation of 
policies that criminalize behavior associated with that disease has contributed to the growing rate 
of homelessness for over twenty years. However, the argument by Thompson and colleagues that 
substance-use disorders and poverty are alternative explanations to capitalism and the job market 
are questionable. They do not seem to consider whether substance-use disorders and poverty are 
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being caused or at least exacerbated by capitalist economy and inadequate opportunities to 
survive using wage labor. 
 
Applying Marxism to the Understanding of Homelessness 
Although the writings of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels that established a foundation 
for Marxist thought and method are now over 120 years old, they still provide us with some of 
the best theoretical bases for understanding human life. This is because the central focus of 
Marxism is placed on understanding the economic relationships between people—relationships 
that determine how people interact with each other and the world. For archaeologists, Marxism 
can doubly be used as a lens for understanding the residues of human production, which help us 
to interpret human behavior (See McGuire 1992, Patterson 2003). In particular, the component of 
Marxism that allows its practitioners to have this necessary insight into life processes is 
dialectics. In Anti-Duhring, Engels (1962:36) writes that dialectics “comprehends things and 
their representations, ideas, in their essential connection, concatenation, motion, origin, and 
ending.” Dialectics, which has roots that can be traced back to classical Greek philosophy, is the 
idea that matter is motion and that the material world is not only interconnected but also in 
constant flux. In other words, knowledge must be placed in its appropriate historical context 
before it can be properly utilized. 
Regarding modern homelessness, I use as a theoretical basis the twenty-fifth chapter of 
Marx’s monumental work, Capital, wherein he lays out a scientific explanation of the inner 
workings of capitalism. Here Marx (1906:671) explains the “general law” of capitalist 
accumulation by describing its dialectical relations with real people. He writes first that 
accumulation is accompanied by an increased demand for labor power (Marx 1906:671), second 
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that the productivity of labor becomes the most powerful lever of accumulation (Marx 
1906:681), and third that the laboring population increases at a greater rate than the growth of 
capital, which constantly diminishes (Marx 1906:691). Thus, capitalism not only creates surplus 
value for the owner of the means production but also creates a surplus population—part of which 
serves as an industrial reserve army (Marx 1906:701). I would like to explain with greater detail 
these dialectical processes laid out by Marx that create the conditions for homelessness. 
In one passage, Marx (1906:691) argues that the demand for labor decreases as total 
capital increases and that this results in the rapid growth of the laboring population—a growth 
more rapid than the corresponding increase in capital. Marx (1906:691) calls this group of 
workers a “surplus population.” Marx (1906:692) writes that tragically “the laboring population 
therefore produces, along with the accumulation of capital produced by it, the means by which 
itself is made relatively superfluous.” Marx (1906:692-93) insists that this law is peculiar to the 
capitalist mode of production alone and that this population becomes over time a lever of 
accumulation. He (1906:693) further suggests that “it forms a disposable industrial reserve army 
that belongs to capital quite as absolutely as if the latter had bred it at its own cost. … it creates, 
for the changing needs of the self-expansion of capital, a mass of human material always ready 
for exploitation.” 
Marx (1906:697) explains that this reserve army of labor is a tool used by the capitalists 
for even greater enrichment. The capitalist can buy with the same capital greater masses of labor 
power by replacing skilled laborers with less skilled workers, male workers with female workers, 
and adults with children (Marx 1906:697). Additionally, those without work are forced to sit idle 
while those who have work are overworked, further enriching individual capitalists (Marx 
1906:698). Marx states further that wages are actually regulated by the expansions and 
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contractions of the industrial reserve army; the variation, rather than the absolute number, of the 
working population determine rates of pay. He (1906:699) describes the working class as being 
decimated by this process. 
An understanding of the causes of homelessness is an important prerequisite to working 
with such a population. Popular misperceptions perpetuated by mainstream media outlets are that 
those who sleep outside, forage through refuse, and beg for money on roadsides are lazy, 
dishonest people who are unwilling to work to survive. However, many of these people have 
made a conscious decision, even though it may have been their last option, to try to live as 
comfortably as possible outside of this reserve army of labor that has grown to massive 
proportions. In some cases it appears, as Marx illustrated, that these people are unable to perform 
work or sustain themselves by selling their labor, and since there are few programs in place to 
care for such individuals, they are forced to live in often unsavory conditions with little 
sustenance and a stigma that pushes them into hiding on the outskirts of society. Marx’s 
scientific and dialectical appraisal of their condition shows that this is a natural outcome of 
capitalism, not an aberration in our economic system. They have quite literally become a 
“surplus population” in relation to capitalism. 
While some of homeless research projects have made allusions to the fact that 
contemporary homeless individuals are subsisting differently than wage laborers, no one has 
made this the main focus of their research. Such a perspective on homelessness is needed in light 
of the way these individuals have been dealt with politically. Susser (1996:412) explains that 
“political concern for housing the homeless, or at least removing them from the streets and 
subways, stems from the need to make the increasing inequality to which the majority of the 
residents are subject invisible, individual, and private.” She (1996:412) then makes the 
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connection to global capitalism by suggesting that “not only are the poor invisible, but their labor 
is no longer viewed as necessary.” 
This tendency toward “deindustrialization in the core countries” and “a decreasing need 
for manual workers worldwide” (Susser 1996:412) fits nicely into Karl Marx’s description of the 
reserve army of labor. Susser (1996:413) writes that this massive reserve army of labor 
“depresses all workers’ wages. This reserve army is available to be integrated into the work force 
and then to be discarded in relation to the needs of the global economy.” These claims further 
substantiate the alternative subsistence framework that I wish to use in regard to homeless 
subsistence methods. Susser (1996:415) describes a “new social order of poverty and 
homelessness,” and it is within this order that the homeless are forced to find new ways to 
survive. 
It is important to note here that the homeless have not been ejected from their class 
position; they are still part of the proletariat. However, it would be incorrect to consider all of 
them to be part of the reserve army of labor, ready to be exploited, since many of them have 
ceased engaging in wage labor and are instead foraging for resources. At the same time, they can 
still be considered part of that surplus population described by Marx—they have been made 
superfluous by capitalism. It must also be clear that while it is useful to compare these modern 
homeless foragers with those of both historic and prehistoric hunter-gatherer societies, there is a 
decisive difference between the two. Modern homeless foragers are still part of the capitalist 
system; they have not somehow escaped and successfully begun living self-sustaining lifestyles. 
They are incredibly dependent on capitalist society for food and shelter, which is why so many 
of them are concentrated around urban areas across the country. Although many of them are no 
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longer being used to exert direct pressure on labor and wages, their existence still serves as a 
social deterrent to workers who are still engaging in wage labor. 
The first of two anthropologists who have applied Marxism and political economy to 
homelessness is Anthony Marcus, who (2003:134) analyzes shelterization and attributes 
fluctuating numbers of people seeking shelter to booms and busts in the capitalist economic 
system. He (2005:35) further insists that “dire poverty amidst the over-capacity, over-production 
and economic plenty of the United States [is] the ideal empirical indictment of the irrational 
brutality of the capitalist mode of production.” The problem with academic research on 
homelessness, however, according to Marcus (2005:25), is that literature on poverty has 
remained impervious to Marxist analysis and has been inadequately treated using “functionalist, 
a-historical and anti-political” theoretical perspectives. The unforgivable sin, according to 
Marcus (2005:35), is that these theoretical positions “disappear” the Marxist category of the 
proletariat in favor of “imagined categories, based largely on consumption (or lack of it) and 
composed of society’s most exotically grotty and underprivileged.” He (2005:35) further 
explains that this failure has resulted in the negation of “working-class political solutions” and 
increased participation in “the ideological suppression of such solutions.” It therefore follows 
that an adequate assessment or analysis of homelessness requires a Marxist approach that 
considers the creation of poverty and homelessness by capitalism and that the homeless 
individuals are members of the working class. 
The second anthropologist is Vincent Lyon-Callo (2000:328-329) who performed three 
years of ethnographic research within an emergency homeless shelter in Massachusetts in order 
to better understand “how homelessness is medicalized.” He (2000:329) argues that homeless 
people are social agents who sometimes respond with open defiance to their condition but 
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frequently engaging “in more individualized strategies of coping and accommodating.” Lyon-
Callo (2000:329) uses a political economy theoretical perspective and is critical of capitalism, 
writing that “increasing globalization of capital, deindustrialization, the increasing growth of 
temporary labor, altered tax policies, declining union membership,” and various other political 
processes “all have contributed to the production of increased economic inequality and 
homelessness during the last twenty years.” He (2000:329) argues that homelessness has become 
routine during a period that is characterized by growing inequality in both wealth and income in 
the United States. Lyon-Callo (2000:341) concludes that in order to understand homelessness, 
“we must contemplate how the homeless and homelessness, as categories, are produced and 
resisted” (emphasis in original). My research of homeless subsistence strategies will allow me to 
help illustrate the “discursive conditions” that he (2000:341) claims create these categories. 
Moving beyond anthropology, there have been many critiques of Marxism and its use in 
academia over the last century and a half. One that has become popular in recent years is that of 
Jameson (1991) who champions the idea of late capitalism. Writing as the Soviet Union was 
being liquidated by the Stalinist bureaucracy, Jameson argues (1991:3) that “the new social 
formation in question no longer obeys the laws of classical capitalism,” the laws outlined by 
Marx, “namely, the primacy of industrial production and the omnipresence of class struggle.” 
Here Jameson draws on the theoretical views of Ernest Mandel, a renegade from the Trotskyist 
movement who abandoned revolutionary socialism in the 1950s in favor of the notion that 
Stalinism represented a new model for social revolution (North 1988:185). However, Jameson’s 
classification of late capitalism as a “new social formation” goes against Mandel’s original 
conception of the phrase. Mandel (1972:10) writes that “the term ‘late capitalism’ in no way 
suggests that capitalism has changed in essence, rendering the analytic findings of Marx’s 
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Capital and Lenin’s Imperialism out of date.” He (1972:10) further states that “the era of late 
capitalism is not a new epoch of capitalist development. It is merely a further development of the 
imperialist, monopoly-capitalist epoch.” In other words, Mandel believed that the laws of 
“classical capitalism,” according to Marx, still applied to modern capitalism. Ultimately, 
Jameson (1991:3) draws on postmodern theory to characterize today’s world as a “postindustrial 
society … often also designated consumer society, media society, information society, electronic 
society or high tech, and the like.” While much labor has increasingly moved from industrial 
factories to other developing areas, Jameson does not justify his disregard of class struggle as a 
category of analysis. He does not explain how or why the laws of capitalist development outlined 
by Marx do not apply when considering fast-food restaurants or telecommunication call centers.  
Despite the opponents of Marxism and political economy, and especially since chronic 
homelessness and unemployment have become a consistent phenomenon in the United States, 
scholars continue to rely on economic analyses of capitalism to understand impoverishment and 
exploitation. Garraty (1978:2) argues that when the United States first saw waves of mass 
unemployment during the 1930s, its persistence was due principally to “a lack of understanding 
of the dynamics of early-twentieth-century capitalism.” He (1978:2) explains that there is a 
mountain of evidence that illustrates how governments deliberately followed policies that made 
the “Depression” conditions worse due to this lack of knowledge. Out of these experiences came 
new economic theory that “made it politically possible for a nation to stimulate its lagging 
economy and thus reduce unemployment” (Garraty 1978:2). However, with the passage of time, 
“inflation made it increasingly painful to apply the Keynesian stimulants when economic growth 
slackened and unemployment began to rise” (Garraty 1978:3). By the late 1970s the United 
States had entered into a new period characterized by mass unemployment that still persists to 
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this day. The popular response, according to Garraty (1978:9), has been to treat the unemployed 
“as criminals who must be isolated from society or driven to hard labor.” 
Although unemployment is not synonymous with homelessness, the latter’s existence can 
generally be attributed to either unemployment or underemployment. Garraty’s arguments can 
therefore also be applied to homelessness. However, Garraty’s arguments differ from those of 
Marx when he claims that unemployment is the result of ignorance and that the phenomenon can 
therefore be eradicated due to education (Garraty 1978:9). Such a perspective alleviates 
capitalism of any responsibility for homelessness and instead places it on the subjective actions 
of the ruling elites. Garraty (1978:9) further supports this idea when he explains that modern 
economists and political leaders typically try to keep unemployment at a minimum but still see it 
as a necessary evil. While he pays attention to some objective causes and his focus on subjective 
factors is enlightening and explained well, absence of an adequate examination of the economic 
basis of these problems and their roots in capitalism leaves the reader with an unbalanced and 
misleading representation of the problem. 
 
Introducing New Concepts to this Understanding of Homelessness 
While anthropologists have performed research that sheds new light on homelessness, 
there are additional concepts that can be applied to the understanding of it. These include 
viewing homeless individuals as urban hunters and gatherers, obtaining and utilizing both 
quantitative and qualitative data, using garbology to study material culture, collecting geographic 
spatial information to better understand routines and utilization of resources, and analyzing how 
space is perceived and used. 
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Building on Glasser and Bridgman’s (1999) suggestion that contemporary homeless 
individuals engage in anthropologically documented foraging behavior,  I draw on the work of 
Lovis and colleagues (2005), who apply residential and logistic mobility concepts to prehistoric 
assemblages in central lower Michigan. They (2005:671) rely on Binford’s definitions of 
collectors and foragers; collectors use logistic mobility to locate and use scattered resources 
while foragers use residential mobility to move to places where finding resources is more 
productive. Lovis and colleagues (2005:669) claim that logistic mobility is “underrepresented in 
summaries of northern hemisphere hunter-gatherers” and that the rising water levels of Lake 
Huron resulted in “a consequent shift to residential mobility in the Late Archaic.” They 
(2005:669) insist that their results can serve as a comparative framework for recognizing this 
type of mobility in other hunter-gatherer societies in various regions.  
Just as late-archaic hunter-gatherers were forced to live a “mobile” lifestyle in order to 
survive, contemporary homeless individuals too must mobilize across urban landscapes in order 
to find sustenance and to avoid legal entanglements. In Tampa, where resources are spread 
across many miles of landscape and public transportation is limited, the homeless must navigate 
and plan routes during specific days in order to take advantage of available resources. Just as 
mobility organized the lives of hunter-gatherers around the Great Lakes, movement and space 
additionally rules the lives of people who live outside in urban areas. Again, it is important to 
understand that there are decisive differences between prehistoric hunter-gatherers and modern 
homeless foragers, particularly in that the latter are dependent on capitalism; however, this does 
not mean that analysis of the former cannot help elucidate the lifestyles of the latter. 
Rathje took up sustained study of household refuse during the 1970s and 1980s with his 
“Garbology” project based in Tucson, Arizona (Rathje 1984; Rathje and Murphy 2001). Rathje 
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(1984:9) argued that human artifacts both “mirror and shape our actions and attitudes” (emphasis 
in original) and that “in the process, our own creations have gained ever more functions, until 
today our behavior takes place in a physical environment largely of our making.” He (1984:9) 
claimed that in the “real world” people are constantly interacting with both behavior and artifacts 
and that just as most archaeologists study household garbage to understand behaviors of past 
people, similar analysis should provide greater insight into contemporary human behaviors. 
While garbage sorting comes with its own set of biases, these are different from those that are 
associated with interviewing and surveying informants. He (1984:12) concluded that “garbage 
research and respondent research each produce a separate reality” and that “neither … should 
stand apart.” 
Rathje’s garbology project was ground-breaking and has done much to help 
archaeologists understand what archaeologists actually do by applying the methods to the study 
of contemporary people. However, his theoretical position and methods seem to be underutilized 
because the study of contemporary social groups is often undertaken by cultural anthropologists 
and sociologists. Zimmerman and colleagues (2010) made some efforts to showcase the material 
culture of contemporary homeless individuals, but no one has yet applied the full scope of 
garbological practices to this area. As Rathje suggests, sorting garbage will provide a new line of 
evidence to compare and contrast with qualitative data recorded on homelessness, enriching our 
ability to understand and present it. I agree with Rathje’s conclusion that both lines of evidence 
should be used together in order to obtain a more holistic view of people’s lives. In the case of 
Tampa, homeless individuals do not typically use neat and tidy waste bins and garbage bags to 
separate “garbage” from other material culture that may be found underfoot. 
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Smith (2014:307) argues that urban centers have landscapes that can be analyzed using 
material survey methods in order to understand “social, political, economic, and ritual 
interactions.” She divides landscapes into two types—inner and outer. According to Smith 
(2014:307), inner landscapes “configure relationships on the basis of economic status, ethnicity, 
occupation, age grade, and gender within the city,” and outer landscapes serve as “hinterlands on 
which urban centers depend for resources, including agricultural products and in-migrating 
laborers who seek economic and social opportunities.” She claims that analyzing these divisions 
using improvements in archaeological technologies allows for the mapping of daily human 
experiences. Some of these techniques include reviewing satellite imagery and utilizing ground-
based remote sensing (Smith 2014:317). 
Smith’s theoretical perspective fits perfectly into an analysis of homelessness and their 
use of space. Within Tampa, there are “inner” and “outer” landscapes that are either 
unacceptable or acceptable for homeless individuals to utilize. For example, the Lykes Gaslight 
Park in Downtown Tampa is surrounded by skyscrapers where wealthy individuals do business 
and city administrators like to maintain a center of power within the city (MacEgan 2013). It is 
therefore unacceptable to look out of the window of an air-conditioned room and see a dirty 
person sleeping on the ground with a couple bags of clothing beside them. The police are 
therefore utilized to selectively enforce legislation that criminalizes sleeping outdoors so that the 
civic leaders can maintain an illusion of cleanliness and power. A person who sleeps under a 
bridge on the outskirts of town where no one can see her, however, is perfectly acceptable 
(MacEgan 2014). Police officers know she is there, but allow her to sleep and store her 
belongings unhindered. Participatory mapping will allow me to better define this division of 
space and illustrate how homeless individuals use each type of space. 
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Manning and colleagues (2014) write that archaeologists are increasingly focusing on 
material remains that show how past societies transformed into urban centers. They (2014:3) 
explain that the development of urban settlement entails “place-making,” which “represents a 
fundamental change for a society” where “the urban fabric and place become an active part of 
social life.” Manning and colleagues (2014:3) place their focus on Cyprus, where “urbanisation 
was central to the island’s rapid change into, and emergence as, a substantial element of the Late 
Bronze Age eastern Mediterranean world.” They (2014:4) explain that new, detailed information 
has emerged in the Maroni valley area in the form of “excavations, pedestrian survey and 
archaeological geophysics.” They (2014:4) argue that detailed study of these elements is 
necessary to recognizing “the nature and anatomy of urban settlements on prehistoric Cyprus.” 
Manning and colleagues’ arguments and suggestions can also be applied to contemporary 
homelessness, because homeless individuals similarly engage in “place-making.” They regularly 
find hidden locations in out-of-the-way places and establish sleeping quarters and caches for 
personal items, thereby changing the landscape. It is thus important to study how they engage 
with their environment and how they change places in order to understand what their strategies 
and methods of survival really are. Such a study should include distance from vital resources as 
well as desirable features such as overhead shelter or bulwarks against wind and storms. Whether 
homeless individuals become attached to certain places can also be discovered through 
qualitative methods. 
Herlihy and Knapp (2003:303) outline the qualitative research method of participatory 
mapping, which has been used by ethnographers to obtain insight into indigenous spatial 
perception while at the same time empowering such peoples. They (2003:306) describe this 
method as “a catchall label that refers to an array of community-based research and development 
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approaches deploying local people to map places.” Herlihy and Knapp (2003:307) explain that 
practice develops a dialectical relationship between community members and researchers while 
transcribing cognitive knowledge into cartographic information. They (2003:310) report that 
“participatory mapping is very much a political act that is nested in broader sociopolitical 
conditions. Sometimes this involvement is only at the local level, but usually it reaches to 
regional, if not to national and international levels.” 
Many of the researchers whose work is outlined above have presented one or two maps in 
order to help the reader understand space, but none appear to use maps as a way to lend agency 
to their informants or to gain different ethnographic information than what standard interviews 
provide. Participatory mapping will also support the archaeological survey in that it will provide 
a qualitative aspect to the material remains and garbage recorded and analyzed. It will 
additionally add an interpretive element to how spaces are perceived and utilized. 
 
Theoretical Conclusions 
There are many concepts and theories that can be used to develop a better understanding 
of contemporary homelessness, not only in the United States but around the world. I believe the 
most important of these is linking the roots of contemporary chronic homelessness to capitalism. 
Nearly every homeless individual can link their homelessness to some aspect of the capitalist 
economic system. Some are homeless because there are not enough jobs available, others are not 
able to work due to disabilities and are not provided with a home, and still others have mental 
disabilities or diseases of the brain that inhibit their ability to work and provide food and shelter 
for themselves. All of these causes are tied to wage-labor subsistence—anyone who is not able or 
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willing to work will find it difficult to survive—but the problem comes when our economic 
system creates conditions that prevent people from working and punish them for being disabled. 
In order to understand what homeless life is like and show the world that it is a problem 
that needs to be fixed, anthropologists have spent much time researching and analyzing 
homelessness. While most of this research consists of ethnography—whether through interviews, 
surveys, or participant observation—there have been instances where anthropologists attempted 
to obtain quantitative and material data (Koegel et al 1990; Zimmerman et al 2010). However, I 
believe that new lines of evidence and new theoretical perspectives should be applied to 
homeless research in order to not only better show what conditions are but how they can be 
improved. An interview may relate how people survive on a day to day basis, but a collection of 
data on tin cans and plastic wrappers coupled with subsistence maps will better show how that 
subsistence takes place. 
Spatial and subsistence analysis will also allow me to show where aid can be best 
provided to homeless individuals who need it. This is especially important in areas where such 
individuals have to confront selectively enforced legislation of local governments. For example, 
the City of Tampa has made it illegal to sleep outside, panhandle, or set personal belongings on 
the ground in public spaces. Homeless individuals who do not wish to be imprisoned stay outside 
of city limits but in the process move themselves far away from aid resources located in 
downtown areas that could help them to better survive or even escape their conditions. 
Showcasing subsistence pathways can therefore be used to show where such aid can be better 
directed and provided to those who need it. This needs to be done by considering homeless 
individuals to be foragers who have a limited range rather than wage laborers who have the 
resources to travel to distant locations to benefit from social programs and other resources. 
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Finally, using Marxist theoretical traditions is what drives this research and informs the 
research questions, methods, data analysis, and conclusions drawn. The questions are designed to 
draw out the class position of modern homeless foragers and how they fit into capitalist society. 
In order to answer this, methods have been selected that allow for the gathering of data on use of 
resources as well as landscapes, and the subsequent analysis illustrates the dialectical relations 
between homeless foragers and the local expressions of the economic system. Ultimately, this 
strengthens the theoretical insistence that homelessness is an expression of capitalism, not an 
aberration—that so long as capitalism exists and the labor of sections of the population is made 
“superfluous” so too will homelessness persist. 
 41 
 
CHAPTER 3 
Methods of Data Collection 
 
I used multiple methods to collect data on homeless foraging in University CDP. These 
included informal interviewing, freelisting, participant mapping, and archaeological surface 
survey. The informal interviewing and freelisting were preliminary measures that allowed me to 
focus my research area and what other methods I should use. I found participants for this portion 
by visiting public places within the area where I have seen homeless individuals in the past. 
 
Informal Interviewing 
I began with informal interviewing, which consisted of five questions that I asked five 
people who I found panhandling outside of major businesses in University CDP who verbally 
confirmed that they were homeless. The sampling method was therefore based on finding people 
who were visibly homeless on the landscape. I chose this method rather than stratified or more 
systematic sampling because homeless people do not use the landscape in stratified intervals. 
They tend to stay close to major businesses when they are visible and available because that is 
how they are able to best obtain resources. I used specific questions in order to maintain a level 
of consistency in my questioning. These questions were designed to provide me with information 
that would better inform me about how to design the rest of the research project. The questions 
were as follows: 
1. How do you define homelessness? 
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2. What do you think are reasons that people become homeless? 
3. What is your typical day like? 
4. What are your favorite things to do? 
5. How would you cure homelessness? 
 
I selected the first two questions in order to encourage them to talk about homelessness in 
general without having to be defensive. One gave an economic answer; he answered, “it is to be 
without shelter or a home, which has a roof, insulation, and four walls.” Other responses dealt 
with emotions and lifestyle. One responded that homelessness is alienation. Another immediately 
uttered the words “sorrow, loneliness, violent, stressful.” 
The second question allowed my informants to talk about other homeless people, which 
turned out to be useful because all of them made a distinction between two homeless “types.” All 
of them stated that half of the homeless people do not want to be homeless and are looking for 
work and a way out. The other half enjoy being homeless because they can relax all day, do not 
have to report to work, or be told what to do. All of my informants attributed homelessness to 
personal failings. They generally insisted that homelessness is the result of not knowing how to 
budget or people calling out of work too many times and losing their jobs. 
The third and fourth questions hung together. The initial response by four of them is that 
they just spend the entire day “hustling” and then the night time finding a safe place to sleep. The 
fifth had a food stamp card, so he relies on that and church handouts for clothing and food, so he 
generally “hangs out” all day, and his biggest complaint seemed to be that he was really bored. I 
formulated the fourth question because I assume that no one really asks homeless people what 
they like to do or if they have the opportunity to do things that they enjoy. Two of them stated 
that being homeless is not fun, but the other three did tell me what they do enjoy; they just often 
do not get to partake in recreation either because they are too busy trying to survive or because 
outdoor sports worsen the hotness and sweatiness that they already suffer. 
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Regarding the last question, all of the participants generally agreed that the programs 
already exist to get people off of the streets but are not adequately implemented. They report that 
the people who operate such programs are often hostile to homeless individuals and look down 
on them and make them feel like dirt. One explained that there are too many “stipulations” on the 
assistance available. “We are already defensive,” he related. “We can’t trust. Every homeless 
person is on the edge. Show us what you’re saying is happening.” He suggested that 
communication is about 90 percent of the battle in getting help to homeless individuals. He said 
that people who provide services need to be more compassionate instead of authoritative. Others 
said simply that we just need more jobs and that those who are unable to work need to be taken 
care of anyway. 
Three of the interview participants were willing to speak to me without any coaxing 
further than an offer to buy them lunch or something to drink. However, two of the participants 
were individuals who I frequently saw sitting on a corner with a cardboard sign; these two told 
me that they had already been interviewed by other student researchers more than once that 
week, and that they were not willing to speak any more. After I gave each of them a dollar, one 
of them said that I could ask one or two questions if I wanted, and I was able to get answers to all 
five after I sat down on the corner with them.  
 
Freelisting 
After performing these interviews, I decided to use the “freelisting” method to learn more 
about how homeless people select sleeping areas. This method consists of asking the informant a 
question and having them list as many correct responses as they can think of. I visited the same 
area that I used for my interview exercise and used the same sampling strategy, so three of the 
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ten people I had perform the freelisting exercise were people who also gave me interviews 
during an earlier period. I brought blank scratch paper and pens to the field site and moved 
around on foot and in my van to find informants. I approached potential participants and offered 
to give them water and one or two dollars to fill out my survey. The prompt that I gave each was 
to make a list of landscape features they look for when they are looking for a place to sleep. I 
also prompted them to include not only landscape features but other reasons for choosing 
sleeping areas related to the surrounding geography. After they finished making their lists, I 
asked them to rank the importance of each feature to their selection. Only four of the ten 
informants were willing to write out the list themselves. The other six asked me to write for them 
as they listed features verbally. 
The answers to the actual survey were not surprising but were still useful for confirming 
my suspicions. Every participant wrote that a desired sleeping area should be secluded and out of 
public sight; two mentioned specifically that they wanted to be where law enforcement officers 
could not see them. Others listed things like “thick areas,” rooftops, bushes, and in abandoned 
structures as “hidden” places. Three of the participants listed “safety” as being important to 
them. When I asked them to explain this response they all stated that they meant places where 
other people would be less likely to attack them or rob them while they slept. Three participants 
mentioned weather as being a factor in how they select sleeping areas. For example, one 
explained that rooftops are usually safe and more secluded but are terrible when it is raining. 
Four of the participants described surface preferences. Most said that they sleep on grass and 
usually use cardboard to help pad the ground, but one said that he preferred cardboard on 
concrete because the vegetation has too many bugs. 
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I had some difficulty getting homeless individuals to make lists of features. Most of them 
are used to being asked questions, so they have prepared responses, but it appears that few of 
them had been asked to talk about their sleeping locations. I made sure to preface my prompt 
with an explanation that I did not want them to tell me exactly where they sleep and that I only 
wanted general information. Only one participant expressed concern about telling me where he 
slept due to wanting to keep his location secret. Generally my participants just wanted to narrate 
about what it is like to sleep outside, so it took some prompting to get them to just list features 
and rank them. However, I did not have any individuals that I asked to perform the freelisting 
refuse to do so. Everyone I asked agreed to either write their own list or have me write it for 
them. Only one person had literacy issues, but this seemed to generally stem from the fact that 
English is his second language. I wrote out his list and then had to read it back so that he could 
rank the items on it. 
 
Participant Mapping 
Based on this work, I determined that I could realistically obtain participant maps from 
20 homeless individuals and systematically identify homeless spaces throughout the four-square-
mile research area for surface collection. My use of participant mapping took place in two stages. 
I began with freelisting, as described above, which allowed me to later provide informants with a 
basic map of the area containing marked streets and other prominent features so that they could 
create their own maps of their routines as if they were providing a resource to another homeless 
person who just relocated to the area. Peter Herlihy and Gregory Knapp (2003:303), who outline 
their use of the method with indigenous communities in Latin America, explain that 
ethnographers who use participatory mapping to collect data simultaneously gain insight into 
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spatial perceptions while at the same time empowering oppressed people. Rebecca Austin (2003) 
used participant mapping as a method to highlight the relationship between non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) and local communities on Palawan Island in the Philippines concerning 
coastal resource management. She argues that the data obtained using this method allows for an 
evaluation of “the potential use of local knowledge” (2003:62). Participants were asked to 
“formulate lists of coastal resources and issues and to plot them onto [a] map” (Austin 2003:62). 
Austin was then able to present a composite view of the data, which allowed her to highlight 
trends and bring hazardous issues to the attention of the NGOs (2003:203). For this project, I 
printed out 8.5 x 11 inch copies of a street map that I created of University CDP and provided 
one to each information who was asked to mark the areas of specific types of locations that use 
with specific marks. My application of this method to homeless foraging similarly allowed me to 
show how individual networks extend throughout the region and draw attention to areas where 
aid groups can increase their focus. 
Unfortunately, I was often forced to rely on stereotypes to determine whether a person 
was homeless or not, but I did approach them in a delicate way by asking whether they knew any 
homeless people living in the area rather than asking them directly if they were homeless. These 
stereotypes included dirty clothing, unkempt hair, and the presence of belongings being carried 
around whether in a backpack or some kind of wheeled cart or stroller. While I was searching the 
area for informants, I also looked for wooded areas and places behind businesses where there 
was a possibility for me to find a camp site to document. I broke the census district up into 
smaller subareas so that I was able to cover each street and public place systematically. I carried 
around canned food and bottled water in the back of my vehicle so that I could provide these 
items to participants in exchange for their cooperation. The only requirements that I gave for 
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participation were that the informant should be at least 18 years old and be sleeping outside at 
least 50 percent of the time. 
While I did find many people walking along the street or sitting in shopping centers who 
were willing to participate in this research, more than half of the participants were approached 
during public “feedings.” On specific nights or mornings of the week, volunteer organizations, 
usually associated with a religious body, serve food and provide free clothing to those who need 
it on a regular basis at predetermined locations. I was able to learn where and when feedings took 
place both during the preliminary phase of my research and during the mapping sessions. This 
gave me better access to a pool of informants who I might not otherwise have been able to find, 
but I found that I received more rejections to participate when I visited these functions. 
Generally, those who declined to participate were those that were newly and probably 
temporarily homeless. It appears that they were planning on returning to the workforce and were 
actively looking to reestablish a residence, and they felt that participating, even anonymously, 
could be damaging to them. Most, if not all of the participants, were those who could be 
considered “chronically” homeless. They have been in this situation for months or years and are 
not attempting to build up enough subsistence to afford a home. Some of them do work jobs and 
one even rents a storage unit where he keeps some valuables, but these still sleep outside because 
they cannot afford to rent or purchase a living space. 
In order to create the maps, I used a system of symbols in order to mark what locations 
are used for what purpose. These categories denoted resources for sleeping, food, clothing, and 
leisure. Rather than have each person mark these spots for themselves, I sat next to them and 
made marks on the maps myself. By doing this I could ensure that I would be able to better read 
the map later, and I could also be more cautious about where to place the marks, asking them to 
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specific questions about cross streets and the surrounding area to make sure the symbols were 
placed as accurately as possible. I placed a number next to each symbol, and in my field 
notebook I recorded a description of the site next to each number. This also included any 
anecdotal material that they provided in association with each location. 
 
Archaeological Surface Survey 
Regarding the archaeological surface survey, I was able to bring a simple notebook into 
the field and recorded lists of materials found at campsites along with notes concerning context. I 
also took photographs of each camp site. While Zimmerman and colleagues (2010:448) specified 
three different types of sites—route sites, short-term sites, and camp sites—I decided to limit my 
survey to camp sites only. I classified an area as a camp site only when there was direct evidence 
of bedding used for sleeping. There were other areas with similar material culture that may have 
been used by homeless individuals, but in most cases there was no informant present to confirm 
this assumption, so I could not be certain that such places were not being used by other 
individuals. While this could be seen as a limitation, one of the benefits of looking at camp sites 
alone was that I was able to record some objective information that was less influenced by the 
subjective limitations of participants. The objects themselves that I discovered give information 
that both can both support and reject the statements made by informants about their use of 
material resources. In most cases, the materials that I recorded support the ethnographic 
information in a positive way. 
In all I was able to record 13 camp sites in University CDP. Most of them consisted of 
one or two “beds” made of varying materials and a small scatter of material objects within a few 
meters of the bed. There were two sites that were exceptional in that they have been used for 
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several years and contained too many objects for me to safely count and categorize. One site in 
particular contained mounds of garbage and refuse that could have contained objects that would 
put my health in danger. In these two cases, I listed general categories of objects and estimated 
how many of each appeared to be present. At the other sites, I was able to list exact quantities of 
materials along with brief descriptions of each. I also took GPS coordinates of each site and was 
able to place each in GIS next to the data collected from the participant mapping exercise. 
With the information I gathered, I was then able to transfer the data on the physical maps 
to GIS software so that I could measure distances traveled and create composite maps that show 
trends but also holes in the maps where people are not visiting. I was additionally able to draw 
on the surface survey data to show what types of objects are being gathered, stored, or discarded. 
William Lovis and colleagues (2005:670) suggest a “multipronged” approach to analyzing 
spatial structuring of mobile strategies. These prongs include concepts of logistic mobility, 
ethnographic descriptions of logistic mobility, models of logistic mobility, and evidence of site 
locations, densities, and assemblages (Lovis et al 2005:670). Lovis and colleagues differentiate 
between collectors, “those employing logistic mobility to procure spatially or temporally 
scattered resources,” and foragers who employ “residential mobility to move to high productivity 
patches” (2005:671). I was able to find both types of logistic mobility being used within 
University CDP.  
 
Methodological Conclusions 
Each method had both positive and negative aspects that affected my ability to gather 
data. The informal interviewing and freelisting were necessary preliminary steps that allowed me 
to better focus the rest of my research. I needed to know how homeless individuals characterize 
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space, what terminology and perspectives I should use when gathering and interpreting data, and 
where the most fruitful areas for study would be within my research area. Additionally, these 
preliminary methods allowed me to build rapport and a general understanding and familiarity of 
homeless culture in the area before I began more systematic data collection. Informants allowed 
me to determine how I should provide them with base maps and what types of features should 
appear on them. They also introduced me to different types of spaces frequently used by 
homeless individuals in addition to providing me with access to private or hidden camp sites. 
Finally, these preliminary methods allowed me to define my sample for both participant mapping 
and archaeological surface survey.  
The biggest limitation to the informal interviewing phase was that the informants have a 
certain “line” that they give to any person who asks them to tell their “story,” and it is difficult at 
first to get past the rehearsed response and get them to talk about things in a different way. I 
believe that starting off with general questions that let them talk about other homeless individuals 
really helped to counteract this tendency. By the time they needed to answer a question about 
their own lives, they had already established their opinions on homelessness and why it exists. I 
think that getting them to lay out their daily lives chronologically also helped to get through the 
rehearsed lines—some of them sit in specific places on specific days of the week, so I was able 
to get more location data and not just thick description. 
While freelisting generally supplied useful information, one problem was that I had to 
give prompts and push them a little to list as much as they could. For example, a few of the 
participants initially only wrote down three or four items on their list and these were merely 
landscape locations. I had to ask them if nearby resources or visibility also play a role before 
they thought of more things to write down. This means that my own perceptions and biases may 
 51 
 
have been foisted onto them when they made their lists. Perhaps I should have just taken what 
they initially wrote down and not prompted them further, but it did not appear that anyone was 
just writing down what I prompted them to address. Each one still appeared to think about the 
items on his list before he wrote them down. 
Concerning participant mapping, I first had to sacrifice detail for size when creating the 
base maps. While my map covered the four square-miles of University CDP, many individuals 
use public transit or walk longer distances outside of this area to obtain needed resources. I was 
not be able to provide a map of the Tampa Bay area in its entirety with a small enough scale that 
will allow individuals to mark foot paths or hidden resources. However, this still appeared to be 
the most efficient and safe way of recording spatial information in the field. The greatest benefit 
was that each map provided me stronger information about my research area that allowed me to 
find more camp sites and more participants. I attempted to visit every sleeping area that people 
described, and in some cases I was able to find camp sites and record them using my 
archaeological methods. 
Finally, using surface survey as an archaeological method to understand homeless 
foraging also introduced problems. First, items on the surface could have been dropped by 
anyone who walked through an area. I have no way of knowing whether a piece of food 
packaging lying on the ground was dropped there by a homeless individual or a teenager who 
was just using a path to meet with friends. Another limitation is that I was only able to record 
items that were discarded on the ground. There may be other articles that are reused or recycled 
or discarded at other locations that will be left out of my examination of material culture. Despite 
these limitations, classification of sites helped me to build an understanding of homeless 
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locations as foraging systems, and inventories of homeless material culture that I created at each 
site build additional knowledge concerning the types of things individuals are using. 
The greatest benefit that I have is that the people I am describing are still alive and 
provided me with direct ethnographic data in the form of participant maps whereas Lovis and 
colleagues, who studied prehistoric people around Lake Michigan, were forced to use 
ethnographic analogy. I was also able to take the information that I collected during my surface 
survey to supply another line of evidence that supports the networks outlined on the maps. Lovis 
and colleagues were able to use their own archaeological evidence of the material culture 
combined with spatial analysis to develop a testable model that illustrates Middle Archaic 
mobility patterns (2005:689). I too was able to create my own model that showcases patterns I 
found in contemporary homeless foraging. 
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CHAPTER 4 
Data Analysis 
 
This research provided three different sets of data: locations of resources used by 
homeless individuals, outlines of individual catchment areas, and inventories of material culture 
found at camp sites. I did not perform structured interviews with the participants, so I do not 
have much in the way of thick description. I did take note of some of the general comments that 
they made, but I lamentably was not able to include many individual voices. Fortunately, there 
are a great number of studies that are based on interviewing that focus almost entirely on the 
voices of homeless people (See Brown 1998, Cohen and Sokolovsky 1988, Glasser and 
Bridgman 1999, Lewallen 1998, Rossi 1989, Stoddart 2005, and Valado 2006). Additionally, due 
to the inherent vulnerability of being homeless, I did not record any identifying information 
about informants, including characteristics like race or age. Any of these characteristics being 
available to legislators or law enforcement could result in the informants having their livelihood 
being jeopardized whether through imprisonment or being blocked from resources. 
 
Resource Types and Locations 
The participant mapping phase of this research consisted of having homeless individuals 
mark specific types of resources on a map of University CDP (Figure 4.1). These were food, 
money, social, clothing, and sleeping (not included on map). Many of these resources generally 
cluster around the Target shopping center on the northwest corner of Fletcher Avenue and Bruce 
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B. Downs Boulevard, but there are scattered resources throughout all of University CDP west of 
Bruce B. Downs. South of Fletcher, these generally exist around the main roads where most 
business goes on, but north of Fletcher, there were many resources listed in the middle of the 
area because many religious and nonprofit organizations provide food and clothing in these 
neighborhoods. Virtually none of the resources listed appear east of Bruce B. Downs and north 
of the university campus, likely due to the more recent development of student housing and gated 
communities in that area. 
The food resources listed follow this trend. There are many grouped near the Target 
shopping center, situated around the perimeter on the main roads, and there are two within the 
neighborhood north of Fletcher. These resources came in two types: public feedings by religious 
and nonprofit organizations and garbage receptacles outside of grocery stores and restaurants. In 
some cases, informants that panhandle explained that they are often given food rather than 
money, and some of them intentionally panhandle in parking lots outside of fast-food restaurants 
for this very purpose. One informant said that he frequently gets more food than he knows what 
to do with. Grocery stores and restaurants regularly discard food that has passed its “sell-by” 
date, so homeless individuals are able to take this food out of garbage receptacles and use this to 
supplement the public feedings. A pair of men who generally stay behind a grocery store on one 
side of the Target shopping center say that they regularly get chicken from the garbage and are 
able to take it to a nearby public park and grill the meat in order to have their own barbecue. The 
street behind this grocery store is probably the most popular location for finding food and 
clothing anywhere in University CDP. While I only marked the space once on the map, most of 
the informants use that location to get food on specific evenings when religious and nonprofit 
organizations have their public feedings. The same thing happens behind a Family Dollar store 
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Figure 4.1 Resources Discovered Through Participant Mapping 
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on Nebraska Avenue just south of Fletcher, and once or twice a month a mission within the 
neighborhood north of Fletcher draws a large crowd for Walmart’s “Feeding America” program. 
There are fewer “money” locations in the participant mapping data because the majority 
of the informants do not panhandle, either because they feel like it is too degrading or because 
they get enough resources without having to resort to that method. Only eight of the twenty 
informants reported panhandling locations, and seven of these were around the Target shopping 
center. Three of these were outside of the center, but were either across the street or one or two 
blocks away. Panhandling is technically illegal in University CDP, but seemingly the only action 
that gets people evicted from shopping centers and other spaces is using signs to ask for money. 
Several of the informants reported using cardboard or paper signs to appeal to people passing by 
in their vehicles, but also related that they quickly had to hide the signs if they saw a police 
officer within the vicinity. However, the informants reported that these officers generally only 
enforce the law when an individual is causing a disturbance or if they are told several times to 
put their sign away. Some of the officers even give food and money to the homeless individuals 
so that they don’t have to hold up the sign and panhandle in the first place. 
Only five informants listed “social” resources on their maps, and many of them were 
surprised that I would ask them what they like to do for fun. Many of the informants stated that 
they do not have time to be do anything fun, and others explained things that they like to do but 
cannot because of their present circumstance. Most said that they like to go to the beach or watch 
television. One informant explained that the thing he misses most about having a home is 
relaxing and watching television. Three of the people who marked down social locations were 
marking spaces where homeless people hang out and talk to each other during the day. These are 
generally separate from sleeping areas, which most individuals prefer to keep secret lest others 
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take their spot. One was outside a McDonald’s on Fletcher where the management does not 
chase homeless individuals away. The second was the bus transfer station south of Fletcher 
where there are seats and plenty of people to talk to, and the third was behind the aforementioned 
grocery store in the Target shopping center, which is probably due to convenience since many of 
the individuals have to make their way there at some point in the day for the public feedings 
anyway. However, in the third case, the homeless individuals have to cross the street after 4:00 
pm when the center’s security officer shows up. The other two “social” locations were houses of 
friends of the informants who allow them to spend days there watching television or playing 
video games. 
Eight of the twenty informants provided locations of places they go for clothing. These 
are obtained through two modes: from religious organizations or thrift stores. Some of the 
organizations that perform feedings behind the Target shopping center bring so many clothes that 
informants reported being able to get new clothes every week. Most prefer lighter colors, 
especially during the hot times of the year and long pants and sleeves in order to protect them 
while sleeping in wooded areas. Some homeless individuals are able to use money to buy new 
clothing from thrift stores, but at least one person admitted that he sometimes washes his clothes 
and then goes to a thrift store and swaps them out in the dressing room for a new set. The 
material culture inventories listed later in this chapter will show that some of this clothing ends 
up being used for other functions at camp sites such as bedding. 
Sleeping areas conform least to the general statement about centralization made at the 
beginning of this section. Fifteen of the participants sleep behind businesses, but the other five 
prefer wooded areas, which are scattered around neighborhoods through University CDP. Three 
men reported sleeping near the railroad tracks that parallel Nebraska Avenue on the western side 
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of the census district, but one or two informants reported that police and code enforcement 
officers have raided the tracks in the past and forced homeless people out, so most people do not 
sleep there anymore. The people who sleep behind businesses typically have agreements with the 
owners that they will clean up after themselves and leave before the business opens the next 
morning. This probably, at least to a small degree, prevents thieves from breaking into the 
business, so the homeless individuals are in a way rendering a service to the proprietor in 
exchange for a regular place to sleep. Concerning numbers, nine reported preferring to sleep 
alone while the other 11 have a friend or a small group to help protect them at night. Some 
informants stated that many homeless people get attacked by other homeless individuals, 
especially if they successfully panhandled a good amount of money the preceding day or if they 
are storing food. There is therefore a certain level of distrust between some members of the 
community, and they often keep their good fortune, if they have any, to their selves for fear of 
having it taken from them. The material culture inventories will later show that some camp sites 
have a single bed while others have three or even four. 
Analysis of these resources and how they are distributed throughout the landscape 
illustrate Amster’s (2004) idea that homeless individuals are involved in a struggle for power 
over public spaces. While certain spaces are developed for “public” use that excludes homeless 
people, these people in turn use such spaces in their own way to obtain the resources and 
comforts they require. In some cases, homeless individuals in University CDP also exhibit signs 
of Manning and colleagues’ (2014) “place-making.” While a bus transfer center serves as a 
transportation hub for a large group of people living in the area, for homeless individuals it is a 
social spot where they can relax and interact with their friends. This transformation literally 
shows how “the urban fabric and place become an active part of social life” (Manning et al. 
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2014:3). The area behind the Target shopping center has similarly been transformed into a 
centralized hub where many people gather for resources on key days. Conversely, for outsiders it 
simply appears as empty space that is used for delivery and trash trucks to move about and 
perform their functions. 
 
Individual Catchment Areas 
After obtaining data on the resources used by each informant, I was able to take this data 
and use ArcGIS to draw polygons around each person’s area to show the shape and range of how 
they move about and use the landscape—their “catchment” area. There is a lot of variability in 
both respects: some people spend a lot of time away from their home base in pursuit of certain 
tasks but then return while others pick up and move camp. These two types conform to the two 
categories described by Lovis and colleagues (2005:671). The former can be described as 
collectors, “those employing logistic mobility to procure spatially or temporally scattered 
resources,” and the latter fit into the category of foragers who employ “residential mobility to 
move to high productivity patches” (Lovis et al. 2005:671). There are also those who generally 
stay in one area but leave it on certain days or for certain resources; these exhibit characteristics 
of both collectors and foragers. Three of the participants reported leaving University CDP 
throughout the course of the day, either for resources, because they work, or to recycle found 
items; these can therefore be seen as a variety of collectors. However, the others did not report 
having to leave University CDP to obtain any of their needed resources, suggesting that they 
could generally be categorized as collectors. I was able to measure the area and perimeter of each 
catchment area, which allows for some limited statistical analysis, but this information is very 
flawed because the individuals do not visit the specific areas in question in a specific order or 
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even on the same days. They also likely stray out of the bounded areas regularly. However, these 
catchment areas can still show some general trends in movement and landscape use. 
Informant 1 (Figure 4.2) is an example of the forager who generally stays in a small area, but 
uses one resource that is further away on an irregular basis, making him an erstwhile collector. 
He is able to get food from three different fast-food restaurants near the Target shopping center 
and sleeps behind one of the businesses in that area. He also panhandles around several 
businesses in this area and socializes at the bus transfer center, which is nearby. However, he 
travels over to the west side of the district to use the thrift store for clothes on occasion. In fact, 
he is the informant that sometimes swaps his clothing out in the dressing room. Informant 5 
(Figure 4.3) is similar because he generally stays behind the grocery store in the Target shopping 
plaza for the public feedings, the food in the dumpsters, and a small grassy area across the street 
for sleeping. However, he travels to the mission in the neighborhood north of Fletcher when 
Feeding America gives out food once or twice a month. These two are therefore examples of the 
collector-forager hybrid. 
Informants 3, 4, 10, and 16 all stay within a very small area of University CDP and report 
never having to go further for any kind of resources, allowing for their classification as foragers. 
Informants 3 (Figure 4.4) and 4 (Figure 4.5) are a pair of men who share a sleeping area and who 
also panhandle together most of the time. However, they do each have their own individual spots 
for panhandling that they visit separately, and one of them reported that this is because he 
respects his friend’s individual spot and would feel like he was encroaching on his “territory” if 
he went there too. The other man was the informant who reported that he often receives more 
food when panhandling than he can eat. He “plays the part” of a homeless man by wearing dirty, 
ragged clothes and keeping his beard unkempt, so that he can get enough resources to get by. 
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Figure 4.2 Catchment Area of Informant 1 
 
Figure 4.3 Catchment Area of Informant 5 
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Figure 4.4 Catchment Area of Informant 3 
 
Figure 4.5 Catchment Area of Informant 4 
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Informant 10 (Figure 4.6) is associated with Camp Site 6, which will be described later in 
this chapter. He has a small patch of grass across the street from the back of the grocery store in 
the Target shopping center from which he rarely strays. He has a recliner and a foot rest that he 
sits in most of the day, and has cardboard and plastic soda crates stacked up with his personal 
belongings. He relies on the public feedings on this street as well as items from the grocery store 
dumpster to survive. He reported that he was a former pastor and that he had been shot a few 
months ago, and he showed definite signs of mental deterioration that probably explain why he 
does not leave this small area. Informant 16 (Figure 4.7) also reported that he just stays behind 
this grocery store and relies on the same resources as Informant 10. 
Informants 8, 11, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, and 20 are collectors who use a much wider swatch 
of University CDP for resources, but still remain within the area, nearly all of the time. 
Informant 8 (Figure 4.8) occupies the northwest corner of the census district and generally relies 
on restaurant and grocery garbage receptacles for food. He is one of the informants who sleeps 
behind a business with permission from its owner and spends social time at a friend’s house in 
the area watching television and relaxing in the backyard. Informant 11 (Figure 4.9) uses 
resources all along Fletcher and sometimes leaves the west side of the census district in order to 
visit a church just a few blocks outside where he can get more food. He also sleeps outside one 
or two different businesses, often with one to four other people. Informants 13 and 14 (Figure 
4.10) are a pair of men who share all of the same resources. They sleep near an isolated section 
of the railroad tracks and are able to visit all of the different public feedings around University 
CDP, to an extent that they are able to eat meals nearly every day. Informant 17 (Figure 4.11) 
uses many of the same resources as Informants 13 and 14, but he sometimes moves about a mile 
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Figure 4.6 Catchment Area of Informant 10 
 
Figure 4.7 Catchment Area of Informant 16 
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Figure 4.8 Catchment Area of Informant 8 
 
Figure 4.9 Catchment Area of Informant 11 
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Figure 4.10 Catchment Area of Informants 13 and 14 
 
Figure 4.11 Catchment Area of Informant 17 
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south of University CDP on Nebraska where homeless people are allowed to sell newspapers on 
Sundays. Informant 18 (Figure 4.12) uses many of the same resources but sleeps near a business 
in the southwest corner of the census district. Informants 19 and 20 (Figure 4.13) are a man and 
woman who are a couple who were newly homeless and still figuring out how to survive. They 
have family in the area, so they are sometimes able to sleep on people’s couches, but they often 
have to sleep outside and attend most of the regular feedings in the area. They also have a friend 
who they visit to socialize and play video games. 
The rest of the informants provided data that were essentially anomalous. Informant 2 
(Figure 4.14) is an older woman who sleeps on a man’s couch in a nearby apartment some of the 
time, but she still panhandles for money for food. Informant 6 (Figure 4.15) said that he travels a 
wide area of the census district just west of Bruce B. Downs Boulevard but would not specify 
what particular resources he uses or where he sleeps. Informant 7 (Figure 4.16) told me he sleeps 
in a wooded area in the southwest corner of the district where I later found some campsites, but 
when I met him he was behind the Target shopping center, and on subsequent visits it seemed 
that he had ended up staying there with the other informants who occupy that tight space. 
Informant 9 (Figure 4.17) has a bicycle and travels all over the census district collecting 
aluminum cans that he takes to a recycling center many miles southeast of University CDP, so he 
had the largest catchment area. He sleeps in a wooded area near University Mall and told me that 
he keeps a large amount of books and other reading materials at his camp site, but I was never 
able to find it. He uses the money he gets from recycling to buy food, but he also relies on 
restaurant garbage receptacles. Informant 12 (Figure 4.18) told me that he comes up to 
University CDP for the feedings and hangs out around the bus transfer center, but he spends 
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Figure 4.12 Catchment Area of Informant 18 
 
Figure 4.13 Catchment Area of Informants 19 and 20 
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Figure 4.14 Catchment Area of Informant 2 
 
Figure 4.15 Catchment Area of Informant 6 
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Figure 4.16 Catchment Area of Informant 7 
 
Figure 4.17 Catchment Area of Informant 9 
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Figure 4.18 Catchment Area of Informant 12 
 
Figure 4.19 Catchment Area of Informant 15 
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some of his time living in other parts of Hillsborough County and just takes the bus up on the 
days when there are good feedings. He did report that he sometimes sleeps in the area, but would 
not give me any specific location. Informant 15 (Figure 4.19) sleeps and finds food around the 
Target shopping center, but he also works and therefore leaves the area quite often. He reported 
selling newspapers, painting, and selling plasma to get money to survive. He generally sleeps 
around Florida Hospital, but has a storage unit containing personal belongings that he pays for 
and sometimes uses for sleep, even though it’s not allowed. He said that he mostly works south 
of the university, so we drew lines that extend in that direction. Concerning area (Table 4.1), the 
range of each catchment area was from 7,832 to 19,723,673 m2. The mean was 2,531,040 m2 and 
the median was 975,836 m2. Concerning perimeter (see Table 4.1), the range of each catchment 
area was from 414 to 34,695 m2. The mean was 7,001 and the median was 5,227. All of this 
shows that homeless individuals rely on a wide array of strategies to find adequate subsistence 
and at least some level of comfort in their lives. 
These data confirm the argument of Zimmerman and colleagues (2010) that homeless 
individuals are often engaging in urban foraging and have abandoned wage labor. The data also 
show that these individuals are engaged in what Lovis and colleagues (2005) have described as a 
“mobile” lifestyle as collectors and foragers. Just as their subjects, prehistoric hunter-gatherers 
around Lake Huron, relied on residential mobility, modern homeless individuals in University 
CDP frequently travel to different parts of the district on a weekly basis in order to find food, 
water, and shelter. The catchment areas can additionally be seen as an expression of Susser’s  
(1996:415) “new social order of poverty and homelessness” in a way that goes beyond words. 
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Table 4.1 Individual Catchment Area Sizes 
 
The data show the lengths that homeless individuals must go to subsist and carve out lifestyles 
for themselves while at the same time remaining as invisible as possible. 
 
Material Culture at Camp Sites 
The presence of a camp site was determined by evidence of at least one “bed,” whether it 
was a mattress or cushions or depressed cardboard or stretched out sheets (Table 4.2). Eleven of 
these were found in dense, wooded areas, where the occupants would be able to sleep safely 
without being visible to the public, but I found two sites that were exceptional. As I learned from 
the participant mapping, many individuals sleep behind businesses, but since they are expected 
Informant Area Perimeter
1 992403 6359
2 12601 2716
3 36184 1343
4 55829 1329
5 91356 3352
6 1395642 4220
7 107851 4997
8 649905 5163
9 19723673 34695
10 19646 587
11 959269 6876
12 364480 5189
13 5559212 10527
14 5559212 10527
15 7067923 11578
16 7832 414
17 3340916 11739
18 1894427 7886
19 1391224 5264
20 1391224 5264
Mean 2531040 7001
Median 975836 5227
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to keep those spaces clean, I did not find any bedding when I visited those locations. However, 
Camp Site 1 was situated in an alley behind a shopping center where I found evidence of five 
beds because the storefront is vacant. The other exception was Camp Site 5, where I found a bed 
nestled between a chain-link and a wooden fence at the end of a dead-end street. Nine of the 13 
sites had a single bed, two had two beds, one had four beds, and the other had five beds. 
Regarding the quantity of material remains, there were essentially two different types of camp 
sites found in University CDP. Eleven of the 13 campsites had between one and three dozen 
items found on the ground. They appear to be used for sleeping only and contained mostly 
drinking, food, and hygiene packaging. The other two, however—Camp Sites 10 and 11—were 
sites that appear to have been used for a longer period time, and it appears that their occupants 
spend much more time at the sites during the day. This was because there were copious amounts 
of refuse at each site. In fact, there was such an inordinate amount that I was unable to safely 
count the number of  items at each site. Things were piled up in small mounds in certain places, 
and I felt that it would be unwise to start going through these heaps without safety gear and also 
without the permission of the occupants. Instead, I started counting the types of items, and if a 
certain type exceeded 15, I just wrote used that as an underestimation of the number of items 
found at each site. 
All of the campsites, except one, had alcohol containers, but only five showed any 
tobacco product packaging. There were more nonalcoholic beverage containers present on 
average than alcoholic ones. Only five of the sites had some kind of shelter over the sleeping 
area; the other eight relied upon vegetation and trees to protect them from the sun and any 
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Table 4.2: Summary of Material Culture Found at Camp Sites 
 
 
weather elements. Many of the informants stated that the worst part about sleeping outside is the 
rain, so it may be that many of the occupants of these sites find somewhere else to sleep or are 
simply sleeping out in the rain. More than half of the sites had some kind of hygiene product 
whether it was laundry detergent or toothbrushes or toothpaste or condoms. Eight had some type 
of storage containers for keeping possessions, but most of the sites did not have any kind of 
cache and appear to be used only temporarily for sleep. 
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Camp Site 1 (Figure 4.20 and Table 4.3), which was the site behind the vacant business, 
had evidence of five different beds. One was a foam cushion with a blanket over the top, and the 
second was depressed cardboard set parallel to the first bed. Both were underneath a wooden 
shelter that extends from the roof and covers some kind of electrical shed. The third was another 
piece of depressed cardboard on another side of this shed, which was also under the shelter, but 
the fourth and fifth beds were a few meters to the east, located behind two dumpsters belonging 
to a neighboring grocery store, and were not under any kind of shelter. Out of all of the smaller 
camp sites, this one had the largest number of hygiene products. There were three toothbrushes 
and a small bottle of shampoo located within a few meters of the first two beds. There was also a 
cabbage box being used to store a few personal items including a newspaper and laundry 
detergent. This was also one of the only sites that had food and drinks stored in it; most of the 
others only had food wrappers and plastic bottles. I found a jug of chocolate milk and two bags 
of animal cookies near the two cardboard beds by the dumpsters. 
Camp Sites 2, 3, and 4 were all found within one wooded area in the southwest corner of 
University CDP located in a residential community and near a large Asian grocery store. Site 2 
(Figure 4.21 and Table 4.4) featured one bed made out of a pumpkin display box, three different 
shirts, and several types of drink, food, and alcohol containers. There was also a magazine 
showing girls in bathing suits found near the bed in addition to two empty plastic DVD snap 
cases, for which the immediate use is not clear. In a bush near the bed I found a grocery bag that 
was tied up with a picture frame and a toy car still inside a package within. The site is relatively 
close to a side street, so this may have been an item that was discarded by someone who was  
passing by. There was also a fire extinguisher found within the bushes, but I did not see evidence 
of a fire. 
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Figure 4.20 Photograph of Camp Site 1
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Table 4.3 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 1 
 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Busch beer can Alcohol containers
Busch beer can Alcohol containers
Broken glass from 
brown bottle
Alcohol containers
Bed cardboard, plastic 
sheets
Bedding
Bed foam mattress, fitted 
sheet, couch cushions
Bedding
Flattened cardboard 
box
Bedding
Sofa box Bedding
Television box Bedding
Pair of kid's underwear Clothing
T-shirt Clothing
Woman's boot Clothing
Sock Clothing
Pair of men's gym 
shorts
Clothing
Leather belt Clothing
Full gallon of chocolate 
milk
Drink
Faygo can Drink containers
Snapple bottle Drink containers
Gatorade bottle Drink containers
Icee lid Drink containers
Fountain drink lid Drink containers
Church's Chicken cup Drink containers
Fountain drink lid Drink containers
Goya drink cup Drink containers
Full bag of animal 
cookies
Food
Full bag of animal 
cookies
Food
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Table 4.3 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 1 (continued) 
 
 
Description Notes Category
M&M ice cream bar 
wrapper
Food containers and utensils
Marie's coleslaw jar Food containers and utensils
Tombstone pizza label Food containers and utensils
Muffin wrapper Food containers and utensils
Good Humor ice 
cream bar wrapper
Food containers and utensils
Pair of plastic gloves Hygiene products
Neutrogina travel 
shampoo
Hygiene products
Gain laundry detergent Hygiene products
Toothbrush Hygiene products
Toothbrush Hygiene products
Toothbrush Hygiene products
Plastic glove Hygiene products
Box of dryer sheets Hygiene products
Newspaper Leisure
Cabbage box Storage
Newport cigarette 
packaging
Tobacco product containers
Newport cigarette 
packaging
Tobacco product containers
Plastic ice bag Undetermined
Cardboard Undetermined
Cardboard Undetermined
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Figure 4.21 Photograph of Camp Site 2 
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Table 4.4 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 2 
 
Description Notes Category
Natural Ice beer can Alcohol containers
Natural Ice beer can Alcohol containers
Natural Ice beer can Alcohol containers
211 beer can Alcohol containers
Heineken beer bottle Alcohol containers
Pumpkin display box Bedding
Beanie cap Clothing
Flannel shirt Clothing
Button-up shirt Clothing
T-shirt Clothing
Fuze bottle Drink containers
Thermos lid Drink containers
Steak and Shake cup Drink containers
Ensure bottle Drink containers
Fountain drink cup Drink containers
TG Lee milk bottle Drink containers
Plastic straw Drink containers
Ketchup packet Food
Chinese sauce packet Food
Styrofoam burger box Food containers and utensils
Carrot cake wrapper Food containers and utensils
Styrofoam plate Food containers and utensils
Cheetos bag Food containers and utensils
Cookie wrapper Food containers and utensils
Plastic food bowl Food containers and utensils
Girl magazine Leisure
Fire extinguisher Tools
Piece from metal 
lighter
Tools
Plastic Undetermined
Bubble wrap Undetermined
DVD case Undetermined
DVD case Undetermined
Walgreen's receipt purchased gum Undetermined
Cardboard Undetermined
CVS bag tied up with items 
inside: picture frame, 
toy car package
Undetermined
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Camp Site 3 (Figure 4.22 and Table 4.5) was located further within the wooden area 
within an enclosure of trees that had a small footpath coming out of the north side. This small 
grove contained four different beds: three made out of mattress pads and one made out of a foam 
mattress cover. Each was situated in a different quadrant of the grove, as if each represented a 
separate bedroom. There were very few items found with the beds, but there were a very large 
number of alcohol containers—the largest number out of all of the smaller camp sites. A few 
meters away from the grove was a couch that was overturned in a small trench, which was also 
surrounded by alcohol containers. It may be that other people who are not homeless and not 
sleeping in the grove discarded these items here, but the short distance makes it seem part of the 
camp site. Camp Site 4 (Figure 4.23 and Table 4.6) was the smallest site out of the 13 and was 
located about 20 meters south of Site 3. It merely consisted of a mattress cover similar to one of 
the beds within Site 3 and a small assortment of food and drink containers. 
Camp Site 5 (Figure 4.24 and Table 4.7) consisted of the dead-end-street bed mentioned 
earlier in the text, and a depressed piece of cardboard used for a bed a few meters away. The first 
bed was cleverly built out of stacks of bread racks as well as cardboard and plastic and foam 
packing materials. The site is only a few hundred meters away from the popular feeding spot 
behind the Target shopping center, and as a result there was a lot of garbage in the surrounding 
area. Most of the garbage consisted of drinking and food containers, many of which I recognized 
from the feedings. There was also a toothbrush and a tube of toothpaste nearby. In relation to the 
other drinking containers, there were few alcohol containers, but there were two tobacco 
wrappers.  There was also a broken shopping cart and a pair of tennis shoes near the chain-link  
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Figure 4.22 Photograph of Camp Site 3 
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Table 4.5 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 3 
 
 
 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
Samuel Adams bottle Alcohol containers
Heineken bottle Alcohol containers
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
211 beer can Alcohol containers
Heineken bottle Alcohol containers
Cane Royale Gold rum 
bottle
Alcohol containers
Heineken bottle Alcohol containers
Rum bottle Alcohol containers
Heineken bottle Alcohol containers
Bud Light bottle Alcohol containers
Broken glass bottle Alcohol containers
Heineken bottle Alcohol containers
Mattress pad Bedding
Mattress pad Bedding
Mattress pad Bedding
Foam mattress cover Bedding
Boot Clothing
Dasani water bottle Drinking containers
Gatorade bottle Drinking containers
Plastic cup Drinking containers
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Lunchable wrapper Food containers and utensils
Couch turned upside down Furniture
Gain laundry detergent Hygiene products
Lighter Tools
Disposable ink pen Tools
Lighter Tools
Plastic Undetermined
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Figure 4.23 Photograph of Camp Site 4 
Table 4.6 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 4 
 
Description Notes Category
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
Foam mattress cover Bedding
Plastic straw Drinking containers
Pepsi bottle Drinking containers
Plastic straw Drinking containers
Yogurt cup Food containers and utensils
Grocery bag Undetermined
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Figure 4.24 Photograph of Camp Site 5 
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Table 4.7 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 5 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
Gin bottle Alcohol containers
Corona six-pack carrier Alcohol containers
Bed bread crates, cardboard, 
plastic sheets, and bubble 
wrap
Bedding
Flattened cardboard Bedding
Pair of tennis shoes Adidas with no laces Clothing
Water bottle Drinking containers
Plastic bottle Drinking containers
Sunny D cap Drinking containers
Plastic bottle Drinking containers
Pepsi 2-liter bottle Drinking containers
Ensure bottle Drinking containers
McCafe cup Drinking containers
Smoothie cup Drinking containers
Thermos lid Drinking containers
2.5-gallon water container Drinking containers
Plastic spoon Food containers and utensils
Metal fork Food containers and utensils
Plastic fork Food containers and utensils
GoSqueeze yogurt 
container
Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Plastic fork Food containers and utensils
Fruit snack wrapper Food containers and utensils
Carry-out container Food containers and utensils
Toothbrush Hygiene products
Toothpaste Hygiene products
Swisher Sweets wrapper Tobacco product containers
305 cigarette pack Tobacco product containers
Lighter Tools
Broken Target shopping 
cart
Transportation
Shattered iPhone Undetermined
Piece of tin foil Undetermined
Bag of garbage Undetermined
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Table 4.8 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 6 
 
 
fence. Since this is a dead end street and there is an apartment complex on the other side of the 
wooden fence, it is possible that residents walk up this street and climb the fence rather than 
walking the long way around the other side. Much of the refuse may then not be the result of the 
homeless camp site. 
Camp Site 6 (Table 4.8) belonged to the aforementioned former pastor who sits beside 
the public feeding spot in his recliner on a daily basis. This was the only instance when I was 
able to speak to the person who was occupying the camp site, and he did not give me permission 
to photograph it. His space featured sheets of cardboard, Pepsi crates stacked up and used for 
storage, toilet paper, toothpaste, and a pair of sandals. He had a few personal items held within 
the soda crates, but I was not able to see what was inside very well. He also had a Bible and a 
radio to help keep himself entertained. Other informants who live in this area have reported that 
Description Notes Category
Bed blankets and flattened 
cardboard
Bedding
Pair of sandals Clothing
Coca Cola bottle Drinking containers
Pleather chair and foot 
stool
Furniture
Toilet paper Hygiene products
Toothpaste Hygiene products
Bible Leisure
Radio Leisure
Pepsi crates Storage
Cardboard box Storage
Package of cigarettes Tobacco product containers
Umbrella Tools
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he sometimes takes cardboard and makes elaborate houses with rooms, but this attracts the 
attention of police officers who come and ask him to take it down. 
Camp Site 7 (Figure 4.25 and Table 4.9) was the westernmost site that I found, in a 
wooded area near a small business park and some houses. Most of the area was flooded and very 
muddy, but a small portion of it was dry enough to walk on, and here I found a few clothing 
items that were probably used as a bed. There were very few other items at this site: several 
small chip bags and two cloth bags that could be used to carry groceries or other personal items. 
There was also a large bottle of shampoo and a few alcohol containers. 
Camp Sites 8 and 9 are located in another wooded area, which surrounds a retention pond 
in the neighborhood north of Fletcher. I was told by informants that this wooded area was used 
by many more people in the past but that police and code enforcement officials had raided the 
area and evicted its residents. There is a small footpath that goes around the lake, and there are 
many food and drink containers all along. During one visit I found a man passed out lying beside 
the path under a tree, but he was somewhat incoherent and unable to answer any of my 
questions. Camp Site 8 (Figure 4.26 and Table 4.10) was a small alcove within the brush that 
contained a blanket spread out on the ground, a few clothing items, and a lot of water bottles and 
Styrofoam cups. There was also a newspaper, a couple of alcohol containers, and a wrapper from 
a tobacco product. Camp Site 9 (Figure 4.27 and Table 4.11) was very similar, except that it had 
many more alcohol cans and bottles. Interesting, in the back of the site lay a wooden pallet with a 
folding card table placed on top of it. This small shelter could have been used to keep personal 
items or perhaps even a person dry in wet weather if they curled up into a small enough position. 
I could also imagine it being used for a pet, although there was no evidence of a pet present. 
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Figure 4.25 Photograph of Camp Site 7 
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Table 4.9 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Colt 45 beer bottle Alcohol containers
Colt 45 beer bottle Alcohol containers
Heineken beer bottle Alcohol containers
Bed 3 cotton blouses laid 
flat
Bedding
Leather jacket Clothing
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Chip bag Food containers and utensils
Hair and scalp 
shampoo bottle
Hygiene products
Cloth bag Storage
Cloth bag Storage
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Figure 4.26 Photograph of Camp Site 8 
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Table 4.10 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Bud Light bottle Alcohol containers
Old English beer can Alcohol containers
Blanket Bedding
Pair of jean pants Clothing
T-shirt Clothing
T-shirt Clothing
Styrofoam cup Drinking containers
Styrofoam cup Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Fanta bottle Drinking containers
Pepsi bottle Drinking containers
Newspaper Leisure
Ziploc bag Storage
Mango cigarillos 
package
Tobacco product packaging
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Figure 4.27 Photograph of Camp Site 9 
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Table 4.11 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Natural Light bottle Alcohol containers
Busch beer bottle Alcohol containers
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
Modelo beer can Alcohol containers
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
Beer bottle Alcohol containers
Corona beer bottle Alcohol containers
Glass bottle Alcohol containers
Glass bottle Alcohol containers
Blanket Bedding
Leather jacket Clothing
Starbucks 
Frappaccino bottle
Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Sprite bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Water bottle Drinking containers
Kola bottle Drinking containers
Pizza box Food containers and utensils
Slim Jim wrapper Food containers and utensils
Wooden pallet with 
card table set on top
Shelter
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Camp Sites 10 and 11 were the two sites mentioned previously that contained such a high 
volume of refuse that I was not able to make specific inventories of items like I could at the 
smaller sites. Both of them were housed in tree groves that border a retention pond near  
University Mall. Informant 9, the one who told me he keeps books at his camp, directed me to 
the area because he said that his camp was also in this fenced-off area, but I was unable to find 
his camp site. He appeared while I was looking at Camp Site 10, which had the largest amount of 
items, and recognized me and told me that it is occupied by an older man who does not leave the 
area very frequently. After showing me both sites he had to leave, so I was not able to have him 
help me locate his own camp site, and I was not able to find him again. 
Camp Site 10 (Figure 4.28 and Table 4.12) held very large numbers of a wide array of 
items. There were empty cups and bottles of different kinds, different types of tools from shovels 
to knives to wrenches. A bicycle was parked on the side of the site which had a milk crate for a 
basket that contained some of these tools and a pair of two-way radios that are usually used by 
children as toys. There were also a large number of items that it is difficult to determine the 
purpose of. These included vinyl records, a gasoline container, a container of car wax, and a sand 
pail. I did not remove the cap from the gasoline container or the car wax bottle, so it is possible 
that these could have been used to store water, but this seems unlikely since there were so many 
drinking containers strewn around the site. His main bed consisted of a rubber floor mat that may 
have once been used in some retail store along with a blanket and a pillow. He had a vinyl sign 
stretched out and tied to separate branches within the grove, which along with an umbrella 
provided shelter for his bed. Nearby there was a deflated air mattress spread out that could have 
served as a second bed or was being prepared for integration into the main bedding area. There  
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Figure 4.28 Photograph of Camp Site 10
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Table 4.12 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 10 
 
Description Notes Category
Beer bottles Alcohol containers
Bed Store floor mat, 
blanket, pillow
Bedding
Deflated air mattress Bedding
Soda bottles Drinking containers
Paper cups Drinking containers
Foam cups Drinking containers
Plastic bottles Drinking containers
KFC potatoes Food
Canned food Food
Take-out containers Food containers and utensils
Chip bags Food containers and utensils
Pizza boxes Food containers and utensils
Healthy Choice cans Food containers and utensils
Baby food containers Food containers and utensils
Cup of Noodles 
containers
Food containers and utensils
Books Leisure
Tent fly strung to two tree 
branches
Shelter
Umbrella attached to tent fly Shelter
Garbage bags Storage
Shovel Tools
Knife Tools
Wrench Tools
Pair of walkie talkies Tools
Sunglasses Tools
Bicycle Transportation
American flag Undetermined
Toy gun Undetermined
Container of car wax Undetermined
Vinyl records Undetermined
Gasoline container Undetermined
Sand pail Undetermined
Cannisters Undetermined
Assorted cardboard Undetermined
Piles of discarded trash Undetermined
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Figure 4.29 Photograph of Camp Site 11
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Table 4.13 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 11 
 
 
were also many food containers with food still in them, mostly from a nearby fast-food 
restaurant. Informant 9 said that he gets the same items from their garbage all of the time. 
Camp Site 11 (Figure 4.29 and Table 4.13) was similar in volume but had been abandoned, 
according to Informant 9, several months earlier. I found a small tent that had been filled with 
Description Notes Category
Beer bottles Alcohol containers
Plastic six-pack rings Alcohol containers
Liquor bottles Alcohol containers
Cushions Bedding
Pair of jean pants Clothing
Plastic water jugs Drinking containers
Plastic cups Drinking containers
Coffee cup with lid Drinking containers
Chik Fil A cup Drinking containers
Steak and Shake cup Drinking containers
Wawa cup Drinking containers
Energy drink can Drinking containers
Take-out boxes Food containers and utensils
Cookie boxes Food containers and utensils
Toddler's high chair Furniture
Collapsed tent clearly abandoned; 
covered with leaves 
and full of many 
different categories of 
items
Shelter
Potting barrels Storage
Large Brita water jug Storage
Pretzel barrel Storage
Shopping cart Transportation
Fuel canister Undetermined
Flattened cardboard Undetermined
Vinyl sign potentially used as 
shelter or bedding
Undetermined
Antifreeze jug Undetermined
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garbage and other items that had since collapsed and become flattened. Most of the items at the 
site were also covered with leaves, supporting the informant’s claim. There were many 
Styrofoam cups and plastic bottles; there were also a series of cushions that were probably used 
for bedding, and there was also a shopping cart. A vinyl sign lay on the ground beside the tent, 
which may have been used at one time for a shelter similar to what I saw at Site 10. There was 
also a toddler’s high-chair, which could be evidence that the occupant had a child, although 
Informant 9 did not mention any child being present. There were also other containers that could 
have served multiple uses including a large Brita water jug, a pretzel barrel, a fuel canister, and 
an antifreeze jug. There were also many alcohol containers. Interestingly, neither Site 10 nor 11 
had any evidence of tobacco use. 
Camp Sites 12 and 13 were the only evidence of homelessness I found north of the 
university and east of Bruce B. Downs. Camp Site 12 (Figure 4.30 and Table 4.14) was located 
in a small wooded area where a building was clearly demolished at some point in the past. A 
small shelter had been leftover that was made of four tall wooden posts and a roof made of sheet 
metal. A pair of pillows and pillow cases lay at one side of the shelter, but the amount of dirt 
caked on the top of them made it appear that they hadn’t been used in some time. There were a 
few assorted items around the shelter, but the residents of the apartment complex located on the 
other side of the chain-link fence that borders the shelter may have been responsible for their 
placement. These included a garden hose, a tennis ball, a golf ball, a few drinking containers, and 
a nylon clothing hamper. 
Camp Site 13 (Figure 4.31 and Table 4.15) was located behind a dumpster on the 
property of a large office building on Fletcher near Florida Hospital. The bedding consisted of a 
large sheet that had been spread out behind the dumpster, and this was surrounded by a large  
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Figure 4.30 Photograph of Camp Site 12 
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Table 4.14 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 12 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Description Notes Category
Busch beer can Alcohol containers
Bud Light beer can Alcohol containers
Glass bottle Alcohol containers
Glass bottle Alcohol containers
Pillows with pillow 
cases
Bedding
Red Bull can Drinking containers
Quart water jug Drinking containers
Clear plastic bottle Drinking containers
Wooden shelter with 
metal roof
Shelter
Nylon clothing hamper Storage
Garden hose Undetermined
Wooden planks Undetermined
Bath rug Undetermined
Large plastic dish Formally the bottom of 
a gardening planter
Undetermined
Tennis ball Undetermined
Golf ball Undetermined
Plastic Undetermined
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Figure 4.31 Photograph of Camp Site 13 
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Table 4.15 Inventory of Material Culture Found at Camp Site 13 
 
 
array of food and drinking containers, mostly from fast-food restaurants. This was also the 
location of a condom wrapper, which, along with the magazine from Site 2, is the only evidence 
I found throughout the whole project for any kind of sexual behavior. There were also a few 
Description Notes Category
Beer can Alcohol containers
Large sheet Bedding
Pepsi can Drinking containers
Styrofoam cup Drinking containers
Checkers cup Drinking containers
Pepsi can Drinking containers
Dunkin' Donuts cup Drinking containers
Coffeemate bottle Drinking containers
Plastic cup Drinking containers
Rotten watermelon Food
Walmart deli chicken 
bucket
Food containers and utensils
McDonald's bag Food containers and utensils
McDonald's bag Food containers and utensils
Plastic food container Food containers and utensils
McDonald's bag Food containers and utensils
Tin food container Food containers and utensils
Plastic lid from party 
tray
Food containers and utensils
Chik Fil A bag Food containers and utensils
Honey Bun wrapper Food containers and utensils
Plastic glove Hygiene products
Condom wrapper Hygiene products
Plastic bag Storage
Ziploc bag Storage
Ziploc bag Storage
Grocery bag Storage
Plastic dumpster lid Undetermined
Piece of tin foil Undetermined
Paint can Undetermined
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plastic storage bags near the bed that had been emptied, and there was a whole watermelon that 
had not been eaten but had already begun to rot. Since this site is behind a dumpster, it is 
possible that some of these garbage items were not used by homeless individuals but by the 
people using the office building. 
Ultimately, the material culture found in these camp sites are things most would expect to 
find in any dwelling, whether in a house or not. This shows that these individuals are attempting 
to construct homes regardless of their circumstances. There was not an overwhelming amount of 
alcohol or drug paraphernalia, which is what many would expect to find based on popular beliefs 
about homeless individuals; instead there was a fair amount of hygiene and leisure materials that 
one would typically find in any home. 
The existence of these, generally hidden, camp sites supports Valado’s (2006) claim that 
homeless individuals are constantly finding new ways to survive within “hostile” landscapes. 
Despite all attempts by officials to drive these individuals away from urban centers and into the 
folds of urban wilderness, the homeless are able to adapt and survive in hidden spaces and little-
used corridors. In this way, they are able to “privatize public space” and “create their own 
concepts of ownership” (Valado 2006:10). These data additionally push the arguments made by 
Smith (2014) about inner and outer landscapes further. While it appears that “outer” landscapes 
should naturally be further away from some center, in reality they exist in pockets sandwiched 
between “inner” landscapes. Again, as long as the private spaces used by homeless individuals 
are invisible to outsiders, such an existence is deemed acceptable. Finally, the data concerning 
material culture at these camp sites takes Rathje’s (1984) garbology into new vistas where it can 
really shed light onto the subsistence of homeless individuals who virtually do not exist for most 
outsiders. Just as people living in houses and apartments live in environments of their own 
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making, so too do homeless individuals make homes and show that these contain similar features 
to those we would expect in any household. 
 
Conclusions About the Data 
A number of considerations arise from these data. Several factors appear to influence the 
differences in catchment sizes and shapes as well as differences in foraging strategies. These 
range from age to transportation to physical condition to competition between individuals and 
groups. The largest catchment areas belong to those people who have means of transportation 
beyond walking, including the use of a bicycle or the financial means to use the transit system. 
Such people are able to draw on a larger variety of resources and materials and seem to be able 
to keep more permanent camp sites. However, this does not necessarily mean that their foraging 
is more effective than those who are occupying a smaller area. In fact, those covering a wider 
area tend to do so because many of the smaller pockets are already being used by those who have 
smaller catchment areas, showing that competition does play a role in the sizes and shapes of the 
individual catchment areas. Personal preference also seems to play a large role in the creation of 
catchment areas. Just as in the non-homeless population, some people like to travel further 
differences and get more exercise while others like to stay in one place. There are also some who 
prefer more privacy than others. There are potentially as many strategies as there are unique 
individuals when it comes to all of the facets of these data. 
One question that arises is whether some homeless individuals live “better” than others. 
The primary contributor to quality of life seems to be experience. It appears that those who are 
able to achieve the most comfort are those who have spent more time in the area and know how 
to recover resources more effectively and have settled into what could be seen as prime locations 
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for encampments. These people also inevitably develop relationships with law enforcement 
officers that also bring benefits, whether in the form of direct assistance or in blind eyes being 
turned when laws are broken. Those who have spent longer periods of time in the area report that 
police officers often give them food and will give them repeated warnings rather than arrest them 
for trespassing. Informants who had newly moved to the area struggled more to find safe places 
to sleep and enough money or food to get by. This is something that can be reasonably be 
expected of any subsistence strategy, whether it is foraging or exchanging wage labor. People 
who are more experienced tend to know the most effective ways to survive. 
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CHAPTER 5 
Discussion and Conclusions 
 
The majority of research on modern homelessness has consisted of ethnographic 
descriptions of the conditions experienced by individuals and groups in different parts of the 
world. While such work is important for understanding how individuals experience and explain 
aspects of their lives, it is important to also utilize more empirical data both to reinforce 
ethnography but also to fill in holes that may have developed within discourse. This research 
makes contributions to both types of research, but even in the case of ethnography it introduces a 
new type of evidence in the form of maps that serve as visual and spatial information that can 
provide greater insight into behavior. These data provide an important visual aspect that allow 
one to see how individuals are using the landscape and how they organize their lives in public 
places. The method also provided participants with a practical means to relate specific 
information that may not have been achievable through interviewing—a map can help trigger 
memories or details.  
Additionally, the archaeological surface data provides quantifiable data that speak in a 
different way than ethnography can. Since none of the occupants of the camp sites considered 
were present when surface artifact counts were made, the data can tell stories that may be 
intentionally or unintentionally left untold by the people under consideration. These mapping and 
the inventory data should be applied on a larger scale by activist and governmental teams who 
are both reporting on homelessness and wish ameliorate this feature of current economic life to 
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their methods and considerations in order to bring about an enhanced understanding of what is 
actually being considered. 
Where this research really breaks with what has previously been published and carries 
understanding in a new direction, however, is in its focus on subsistence patterns and its attempts 
to show how members of the “surplus” population are in many ways surviving in alternative 
ways. This required an initial recognition that modern homelessness is an expression of the 
current dominant economic system—that modern capitalism produces homelessness as part of its 
overall generation of production. This important distinction will allow people to see that 
homelessness will persist as long as capitalism persists and that while some of the effects can be 
ameliorated or mitigated in some ways, the production of homelessness will continue until some 
revolutionary event changes the overall economic system into something new. It must therefore 
be understood as a feature of global capitalism manifested even in the more advanced nations 
where producers must still keep a reserve army in order to control wages and maintain power. 
Modern homelessness cannot be understood if it is in any way divorced from this global 
economic connection—in other words, homelessness cannot be appropriately studied as a self-
contained culture. It should be noted that this manifestation differs in each country based on 
historical conditions and development. Some national states have been able to develop some 
preventative measures, but these are predicated on the economic status of the nation and are still 
subject to the global capitalist system. When severe crises occur, such states may not be able to 
keep such reforms in place. The recent refugee crisis in Europe is an example of how these 
preventative systems can breakdown and become ineffective (Martin 2015). 
Policy makers and activists who adopt this perspective and recognize the significance and 
implications of this research will see that attempts to “aid” those individuals who are homeless 
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by helping them return to the workforce without providing transitional housing and the means to 
obtain food and amenities for hygiene and medicine will always condemn a percentage of the 
population to live under the conditions illustrated by this research and force such individuals to 
live by alternative means that should be considered inadequate for any human being. Capitalism 
creates conditions where not every worker can have a job, so there needs to be adequate housing 
and resources for such people when they fall into these conditions. If this cannot be achieved, 
then capitalism should be replaced with a system that either does not create these conditions or 
can provide this needed relief. While there are undoubtedly those among the homeless who have 
mental health issues, the majority of individuals are former workers whose fortunes fell ill and 
who have increasingly found it difficult to return to their former standard of living. They have 
thus given up and succumbed to their conditions and subsist in what ways they can. This 
research sheds light onto how this is achieved. 
This research project also contributes to the recent development of archaeology of 
homelessness begun by Zimmerman and colleagues (2010, 2011) but takes it further by adding 
the mapping component and developing the idea of homeless individuals as proletarians who are 
now foraging. This work transposes their method of inventorying material culture found at camp 
sites onto a new location in Florida, but it differs in that only sleeping areas are considered. 
Zimmerman and colleagues (2010:448), on the other hand, studied what they labeled route sites, 
short-term sites, and camp-sites, looking for caching behavior, which I found problematic 
because when visiting these sites I found myself wondering whether the sites without obvious 
sleeping areas were actually used by homeless people. A collection of food wrappers and 
drinking containers without a bed is not adequate evidence that homeless individuals were 
present. The only way this could really be determined would be to visit such sites when the 
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people who use them are present, which I did not do. I frequently found areas with alcoholic 
beverage containers, but these could have been sites used by teenagers who were drinking 
illegally. However, the participant mapping component is really where the biggest contribution 
comes in, because it shows how people move about and use the landscape rather than at static 
pictures of sites alone. These are two methods that any archaeologist studying homeless sites 
could use together in order to gain better insights into behavior. 
Aside from making contributions to the study of homelessness, this research also makes 
contributions to both the theory and methods utilized in its collecting. For example, applying 
garbology to modern homelessness shows that not all of items found in “garbage” are actually 
items that are being discarded and that those that are found in refuse may be there for a myriad of 
reasons. Much of the debris found around homeless camps can definitely be classified as 
garbage—examples are broken glass, plastic food wrappers, and tobacco packaging. However, 
there were also commonly found pieces of clothing, empty containers, and hygiene items that 
were being stored at camp sites for future use, even though an initial overview may have lumped 
these items together as trash. There were even instances where such items were being used in 
innovative ways, such as bread racks used as a bed frame or a card table being used as a small 
shelter. Such innovation can probably also be found in regular household garbage. 
This research can also provide new insights for anthropologists studying alternative 
subsistence methods, whether this be in the archaeological record or among living groups in 
different parts of the world. If the collecting and foraging (Lovis et al. 2005:671) performed by 
modern homeless individuals for resources is a feature of a larger economic system today, 
collectors and foragers in the past were likely also reacting to larger processes and economic 
systems, depending on their time and place. Archaeologists have shown that trade networks have 
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extended all across North American for thousands of years, for example, so any smaller societies 
of hunter-gatherers were probably functioning within or outside these systems. While this may 
not be readily observable in the record at this time, such individuals and networks undoubtedly 
existed and potentially functioned similarly to today’s reserve army of labor. Considering 
modern homelessness can therefore help archaeologists consider a more nuanced approach to the 
sites and materials they are studying in both in the prehistoric and historic record. 
The addition of archaeological methods and theory to the study of homeless also 
contributes to the way cultural anthropologists and sociologists should consider their own 
research. While ethnography is a potent resource for learning behavior, the study of material 
culture and landscape can be used as additional lines of evidence to support arguments and 
theories. The mundane and unremarkable do not often appear within discussions and interviews 
simply because it does not occur to most subjects that such information is interesting or useful. 
In the current study, the appearance of a large array of hygiene items speaks volumes about how 
homeless individuals are behaving and using resources. A great assumption about the homeless 
is that they are dirty and do not make any effort to clean themselves, either because they have no 
interest in hygiene or because the typical facilities are not available. The presence of 
toothbrushes, toothpaste, shampoo, and laundry detergent at many camp sites shows that 
homeless individuals develop other ways of maintaining health and cleanliness. The paucity of 
alcohol and drug paraphernalia also breaks common negative stereotypes. The two different 
types of inquiry—ethnographic and material evidence—complement each other well. This is an 
example of why it is important for archaeologists to be anthropologists. 
In addition to making contributions to these fields of inquiry, this research also 
contributes to discussions and literature already produced concerning homeless individuals and 
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how they use space. Amster (2004) wrote that homeless individuals are involved in a struggle for 
power over public spaces, and Manning and colleagues’ (2014) described a set of behaviors 
called “place-making.” The archaeological surface survey performed over the course of the 
research project contributes a new line of evidence to support the arguments made by these 
scholars, showing where and how individuals sleep and how they co-opt public space for private 
use, usually in ways that would be considered illegal. The participant mapping component of this 
research similarly shows how different places are used for other purposes than those intended or 
even envisioned by those who initially created them. A wooded area set aside for future 
development serves as a safe haven for individuals to sleep and store their belongings; the space 
behind a dumpster serves as a convenient place for a cardboard bed hidden from view; a busy 
shopping center parking lot serves as a catchment area for pennies and other coins that can be 
harvested for a small meal. 
The current research project also makes contributions to Marxism. Karl Marx’s most 
famous work was Capital (1906), which served as a scientific examination of capitalism. This 
current work takes two concepts that Marx outlined in that work—surplus population and the 
reserve army of labor—and applies them to the current state of capitalism, which some scholars 
like describe as neoliberalism, as if the same underlying features and processes have changed. 
This research shows that this aspect of capitalism still exists and has become particularly 
exacerbated since the 1980s, when “neoliberalism” first came into use. While the period of time 
since the 1980s can be characterized by intense globalization and increased wealth coming from 
speculation rather than production, it appears more accurate to suggest that the conditions 
outlined by Marx still persist and have just become more developed and more contradictory. 
Increasing numbers of people enter into the pool of unemployed who are no longer looking for 
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work and the majority of new jobs created are part time and temporary, supporting this 
argument. These conditions contribute to larger numbers of people becoming part of the “surplus 
population” and this in turn increases the number of people subsisting through alternative means. 
This research can therefore be seen as an appendage to Marx’s initial work. 
If used on a larger scale, these methods can help aid groups bring the resources homeless 
individual needs to those in need more effectively and comprehensively. While this does not 
solve the problem, which is a feature of an entire economic system, it can at least prevent 
unnecessary suffering and potentially death in the immediate future. One other practical benefit 
of this research in University CDP was the frequent discovery of hygiene items at camp sites. 
While most aid groups focus on food and clothing, which clearly should be their primary foci, 
this should be accompanied by hygiene products and medicine that are also desperately needed 
to live healthy, comfortable lives. This would also help address the immediate problem that 
many homeless individuals encounter: it is difficult to find adequate employment and attend job 
interviews when one is unable to shower and wash clothing. The real solution should be giving 
all of these individuals facilities where they can perform these tasks, but aid groups who do not 
have these resources can at least begin to address this, again, in the immediate future. 
Finally, and perhaps most importantly, this research adds an important distinction to the 
understanding of the class character of homelessness. Here it is shown that the homeless are all 
part of Marx’s surplus population and have been made “superfluous” when it comes to the need 
for their labor in global capitalist economy, but not all of them should be considered part of the 
reserve army of labor. There are some homeless individuals who still perform wage labor and 
exchange their wages for food and clothing yet sleep outside. There are also those who no longer 
engage in wage labor and instead rely entirely on foraging for resources, whether this is finding 
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discarded items or finding optimal locations for panhandling. There are, of course, also those 
who fall in between and use both strategies. Whether one is part of the reserve army or not, 
however, does not remove them from their historical place within the proletariat nor does it 
remove them from their reliance upon capitalist economy. There may be a small number of 
people who are able to go out into the wilderness and live self-sustaining lives, but most 
homeless people stay within capitalist society and forage for whatever residual resources they 
can scrape from the landscape and from those who are sympathetic to their plight. Ultimately, 
they are a feature of capitalism as it has developed historically to this point in time. 
 
Ethical Considerations 
The Society for Applied Anthropology (2015c) provides several statements related to 
ethical concerns that I utilized during this project. The statement first relates that “we owe 
disclosure of our research goals, methods, and sponsorship” to our informants. I therefore created 
a handout that explained much of the information outlined in the introduction to this work 
regarding these issues and offered to read it to my informants if there existed any literacy issues 
that would have prevented them from reading it on their own. The SfAA also insists that 
participation in our research “shall only be on a voluntary basis.” I therefore ensured verbal 
agreement on these matters and obtained permission before using any photographs or maps in 
my results. This corresponds to the second point in the SfAA statement—that we owe respect to 
the communities we are studying and should ensure that they maintain their dignity. 
Perhaps the most important concern is the maintenance of confidentiality. While the 
informants and I may agree that we wish to bring our results to a wide audience, publishing 
information, whether in written descriptions, photographs, or maps, that allows outsiders to 
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pinpoint the whereabouts of informants could bring harassment and disruption to their daily 
activities. Officials wishing to further “wash” the area of homelessness could use my research to 
find my informants and imprison them. In accordance with the SfAA (2015c), which states that 
“we shall, within the limits of our knowledge, disclose any significant risks to those we study 
that may result from our activities,” I believe that I have a responsibility to keep identifying 
information that could harm my informants confidential and unavailable to the public. This is 
why the maps and photographs contained in this work have been taken and presented with care 
and respect and without details that may normally appear on such media. 
The last point made by the SfAA (2015c) is that we owe society as a whole “the benefit 
of our special knowledge and skills in interpreting sociocultural systems.” It further states that 
“we should communicate our understanding of human life to the society at large.” Ergo, I have 
an equal responsibility to my audience, which includes the world and its people, not just fellow 
academics and researchers. Homelessness is a blight on all of society and is troubling to virtually 
everyone who witnesses it, whether they respond with empathy or disgust. It is my responsibility 
as a researcher to facilitate an enhanced understanding of homeless life in the United States so 
that others will understand how it should better be addressed. 
 
Future Research 
There were some limitations to this study, but in reality they are future research 
directions that any social scientist can use moving forward when looking at modern 
homelessness. The most obvious limitations are space and time. There was only one person 
performing this research over the course of about two months, so the research area was limited to 
just a few square miles for camp sites and only 20 individuals for participant mapping. Future 
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projects without these limitations could cover entire cities and hundreds of participants. With 
more funding and a team of researchers, greater amounts of data could compiled and tabulated 
that could be used to make generalizations that were not possible with the small sample size used 
for this study. This would also allow researchers to outline patterns across larger areas and 
regions as well as migration between nations and continents. Performing such research at regular 
intervals, such as on an annual basis, could also show trends that would greatly supplement the 
point-in-time counts currently compiled by HUD. Such information would do much to give 
policy makers and activists better direction when addressing the processes that create and 
perpetuate modern homelessness. 
A great limitation was getting homeless individuals to participate in the study. Most of 
the people who were willing to make a map were those who have been homeless for long periods 
of time. Those who were newly homeless or likely temporarily homeless were less willing to 
participate since they felt that it could hinder their future professional careers. One way to 
overcome this limitation would be to conduct the survey in conjunction with the backing of an 
organization that is providing aid to groups of homeless people rather than just approaching them 
in public places. If it seemed more apparent that participation was going to make a more direct 
difference in the conditions and the ability of individuals to receive resources, I believe that 
willingness to participate would escalate and the data would be more representative of those 
people who are actually experiencing homelessness. I contacted what was then known as the 
Homeless Coalition of Hillsborough County, which performs the point-in-time counts for HUD, 
in order to arrange something like this but received no response. There appear to be more 
organizations now in the area who may be more willing to cooperate, and researchers working in 
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other cities may find organizations more willing to coordinate their efforts with this type of 
research. 
The time and resources limitation also meant that the archaeological component was 
limited to surface survey. Without this limitation, archaeologists could visit sites that have been 
in use for longer periods of time and potentially do some subsurface excavation to show deeper 
patterns and also change through time. Future research should consider the historical 
development of homelessness, which has existed since the industrial revolution began, and it 
would be interesting to compare the subsistence patterns of individuals living during the Great 
Depression, for example, with modern foragers of today. This would be especially appropriate in 
a future where homelessness ceases to be such a persisting problem so that future generations 
can better understand today’s conditions and how they develop and change. 
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